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* Mz. Jvsrice Peanson sat again in secret on Wednesday last for 
the ay 9 of Chancery vacation business, and during the day 
made about forty orders. There is considerable and increasing 
Missatisfaction about the rigorous interpretation now given to the 
phrase in ord. LXI., r. 5, “such applications as may require to be 
mmediately or promptly heard.” 





| Lerp Corzrmer and his judicial fellow-travellers have reached 

ew York in safety, and their ‘‘ vacation business” in the shape of 
banquets and receptions has by this time commenced. We trust 

at their lordships will be able to establish a judicial ‘‘ privilege” 
gainst the interrogatories of the inevitable American ‘inter- 
viewer.” Up to the the only item of personal intelligence 
Melegraphed is that the Lord Chief Justice attended Divine service 
at New York last week and occupied the pew of a millionaire, 





| Tux netease of Mr. Saaw by the French Admiral at Tamatave 
Misposes of any difficult questions of martial or international law 
ich might have arisen if he had been put on his trial before a 


eourt-martial. There will, no doubt, remain the question whether 
he is not entitled to compensation for his long detention on board 
the Freneh flagship, but the discussion of this question will 
"probably not give rise to any diplomatic complications; while, if 


iM be true, as stated in the telegram received at Paris, that the 
Brench Admiral has admitted that no cause for Mr. Snaw’s 
Metention has been discovered, it is difficult to see how his claim 
© some kind of redress can be resisted. It does not as yet clearly 
@ppear whether he was a consenting party to his deportation to 
Bourbon, but it may well be that any pecuniary loss arising from this 
Proceeding would constitute a further ground of damage, for 
Which the French Government may be called upon to make com- 
pensation. 





_ As tae Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt Practices) Act, 1883, 
“comes into operation on the Ist of September, the candidates for the 
»yacant seat in Rutlandshire have had the distinction of carrying 
‘out the last election under the old state of the law, and the agents 
pn both sides may be congratulated upon not having been compelled 
) acquaint themselves, at very short notice, with the multifarious 
‘and stringent provisions contained in the new measure. The new 
‘Act will, however, be calculated to be likely to have effected the 
Minimum of change in a constituency like Rutlandshire, since the 
‘Bmallness of its area will render the question of travelling expenses 
® comparatively unimportant one, and the limitation in the number 
agents will not there have a very appreciableeffect. Moreover, 
the smallest county constituency in England the numbers of out- 

ers ta be brought to the poll cannot be very large. 





| Tie awxovnerment of the premature death of Sir Francis 
Rernuy, who had filled for little more than a year the office of 
Sonnsel to the Speaker of the House of Commons, will have caused 
‘Mhiversal regret in the profession. The deceased was probably 
the ablest Mftsman of his day, and his public ser- 
‘vices in connection with the Index and Reviston of the Statutes will 


t 





not soon be forgotten, while many of the most important Acts of 
recent years were prepared under his supervision. There is, pro- 
bably, no Government department which has not, on some oceasion 
or other, received the benefit of Sir F. Rertry’s services. His 
judicial labours in eonnection with the Insurance Com- 
pany’s arbitration will not soon be forgotten, he having settled all 
the conflicting claims of the company without any of his judg- 
ments being upset on appeal. His reports of Lord Csirns’s dect- 
sions as urbitrator in the case of the Albert Assurance Company, 
which originally appeared in these columns, constitute a valuable 
guide to members of the profession on questions of insurance law. 
On his appointment last year as Counsel to the Speaker it was 
felt that the best possible selection had been made, while the 
honours then conferred upon him elicited general approval. His 
death is a serious public loss, and has cut short what promised to 
be a most valuable official career. 





Tue Banxrvrrcy Brix passed through the report stage in the 
House of Lords on Wednesday, last. week, and was read a third 
time and passed in the same House on the following night, on which 
night also the Lords’ amendments were agreed to by the House of 
Commons, and the Bill received the Royal sanction, and became 
the Bankruptey Act, 1883, on Saturday last. Inasmuch as some 
of the provisions of the Act came into operation on the passing of 


the Act, it may be useful to our readers to point out such provi- 


sions as are now in force. These are section 66, providing for the 
appointment of official receivers; section 71, providing for the 
appointment of officers by the Board of Trade; section 128, re- 
lating to fees and percentages to be charged, and remuneration to 
be allowed, to officers of the Board of Trade; seetion 129, relating 
to remuneration to be allowed to persons other than officers of the 
Board of Trade; section 153, sub-section 4, relating to the oecur- 
rence of a vacancy in any of the offices therein named ; section 154, 
empowering the Lord Chancellor to abolish existing offices; section 
162, sub-section 2 (a.), relating to unclaimed and undistributed 
funds or dividends in the hands of trustees under previous Bank- 
ruptcy Acts; and section 170, which is a new section inserted by 
the House of Lords in substitution for the proviso in section 169, 
inserted in Grand Committee of the House of Commons, providing 
for the absolute repeal of sections 125 and 126 of the Act of 1869, 
‘‘as from the passing of this Act,” and which we noted last week. 
That proviso has now been struck out, and the following new clause 
inserted :— 


‘*170. After the passing of this Act no companies or liquidation by 
arrangement under sections 125 and 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
shall entered into or allowed without the sanction of the court or 
registrar having jurisdiction in the matter. Such sanction shall not be 
granted unless the composition or liquidation appears to the court or 
registrar to be reasonable, and calculated to benefit the general body of 
creditors.” 


It will be seen, therefore, that there is nothing to prevent petitions 
under those sections being still presented and proceeded with until 
the Act comes into operation as a whole, on the Ist of January 
next, but that the court is now to exercise a discretion similar to 
that given to it by section 28 of the present Act, as laid down in 
the case of Zn re Durham & Oo. (29 W. R. 363, L. R. 16 Ch. D. 
623). With regard to section 162, a preliminary notice appeared 
in the London Gazette of Tuesday last, signed by the President of 
the Board of Trade, stating that the Board of Trade have opened 
an account at the Bank of England, called the Bankruptcy Estates’ 
Account (as required by section 74, sub-section 1), and requiring 
trustees, and other persons named in section 162, forthwith to pay to 
the said account the money in their hands, or under their control 
(as mentioned in the section), obtaining in the first instance a re- 
ceivable order from the Board of Trade. 
44 








Fe EN kat ERROR IL TTT ay MTOR BET ese eee 


714 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. » 





Sept. 1, 1883. 





——= 





Secrioy 170 of the Bankruptcy Act has been three times 
brought under the consideration of Mr. i Hazurrr during 
the t week, upon applications for the registration of resolu- 
tions for liquidation or composition. In two cases he expressed 
an opinion that the section left all compositions and liquidations to 
be dealt with as if they had been effected under section 28 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, although the court would now have to deal 
with them without the assistance of an official assignee or trustee, 
and he direeted in each case that the statement of affairs should be 
verified by the debtor, and that the proposed trustee should certify 
that, in his opinion, the proposed arrangement was fair and reason- 
able, and for the benefit of the creditors. This ruling will, no 
doubt, establish a valuable guide in cases of composition or liquida- 
tion, until the publication by the Board of Trade of the new rules 
under the Act. In the third case, Mr. Registrar Hazurrr refused 
to sanction a composition of one shilling in the pound, payable in 
two instalments, and observed that the intention of the section was 
that the court should act in the interests of creditors, even against 
themselves. He gave leave, however, for a new first meeting of 
creditors to be summoned. It may be remembered that, imme- 
diately after the passing of the last Bankruptcy Act there was a 
large increase in the number of petitions and composition deeds 
filed and registered by debtors desirous of availing themselves of 
the provisions of the old statute before the new one came into 

ion. The repetition of this scandal has been prevented by 
section 170 of the recent Act, and it is to be hoped that collusion 
by creditors will now become a thing of the past. 





Tue casz or Young v. Schuler (ante, p. 668), before the Court 
of Appeal, raised an important question as to the admission of parol 
evidence to explain the circumstances under which a guarantee 
had been signed. The facts were peculiar, the surety having 
signed, on behalf of the principal debtors, the contract made between 
the latter and the plaintiffs, such contract being embodied in the 
same document with the guarantee. The plaintiffs had agreed to 
carry out a building contract for the firm of Azranams & Co., and 
among the clauses in the contract was the following :—“ It is 
further understood that J. Orro Scuvter guarantees payment to 
Hesey Youre & Co. of all moneys due to them under this con- 
tract.” The t was signed by the defendant in the 
following words:—“P. P. A.. Jouw Apnanams & Co., J. Orro 
Scurizz;” it being admitted that the letters ‘‘P. P. A.” meant 
“< per power of attorney.” The defence was that the defendant had 
never intended to sign the document as a surety, but the Court of 
Appeal held (affirming the decision of a divisional court) that 
Masterr, J., had, at the trial, properly admitted evidence to show 
that the defendant had intended to sign on his own behalf as surety 
2s well as on behalf of Avzanams & Co. as their attorney. The 
Musrez of the Bows observed that, although the agreement pur- 
ported to be signed by the defendant only as attorney for the prin- 
cipal debtors, evidence as to the intention of the person signing a 
document was always admissible, and so long as it did not contradict 
the form of the signature. Taking the signature in connection with 
the provisions contained in the contract, it was consistent with the 
evidence that the defendant had signed his name in a double 
caparity—anamely, as attorney for the principal debtors, and also on 
his own behalf as surety. Such a construction was in no way in- 
commstent with what appeared on the face of the document, and, 
therefore, the explanatory evidence was clearly admissible. It is 
to be observed that if the signature had stood alone, the parol 
evidence would clearly have been inconsistent with the terms of the 
document, but the clause in the contract providing for the surety- 
ship removed all difficulties of construction, and enabled the plaintiff 
to prove that there was a tripartite agreement signed in such a 
manner as to be binding upon each of the three partics. 
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THE REPORT OF THE ECCLESIASTICAL 
COURTS COMMISSION. 


Tue report of the Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical Courts, which 
has been anxiously expected, has at length appeared, and it is 
worthy of remark that, with the exception of Lord Penzance, who 
was prevented by illness from sharing the deliberations of his 
colleagues, and presents a short statement of his own, the Com. 
missioners unanimously agree upon all the principal recommenda. 
tions. Some have indeed signed with “reservations,” but none of 
these are of much importance, except that of the Lord Chief 
Justice and four other members who object to the maintenance of 
the present law enabling bishops to ‘‘ veto” any ecclesiastical 
prosecution. This power, which has existed in practice certainly 
since 1840, and in theory has always existed, the large majority of 
the Commissioners think has not been abused, and should be 
retained as a nec check on frivolous and vexatious suits, 
The Chief Justice, on the other hand, thinks that all persons should 
have an absolute right to take proceedings against a clergyman, 
and is of opinion that a judicious dealing with the costs would 
prevent idle or vindictive litigation. 

The bishop therefore is to stand, as heretofore, at the threshold 
of an ecclesiastical suit, whilst in the progress of it a more important 
part is proposed for him than he has possessed either under the Church 
Discipline Act of 1840 or under the Public Worship Act of 1874, 
Under the former Act, indeed, he could sit to hear the case, with two 
assessors, but he seldom did so, as there was in that statute an 
absolute power of sending it at once by “‘letters of request” into 
the provincial court. Under the new scheme he may delegate the 
hearing of it, if it be one of morals, to his chancellor; but if it be one of 
ritual or doctrine, he must hear it with his chancellor and a theological 
assessor, and, whether it be one of morals or ritual or doctrine he can 
only send it direct to the provincial court by consent of both parties. 
This provision will go far to revive the jurisdiction of the diocesan 
court, which has, since the Act of 1840, been disused in causes of 
correction. But there will be this important difference between 
the revived and the old diocesan court. In the revived court the 
bishop will himself sit with his chancellor; in the old court the 
chancellor for centuries has always sat alone. ‘‘ We have got them 
out,” Lord Stowell is reported to have said of the bishops, ‘‘and we 
intend to keep them out.” The intention of the Commissioners 
evidently is to restore to them personally their episcopal autho- 
rity, a course which, it is hoped, will satisfy those who consider 
that a bishop is the real overseer of his diocese, and the proper 
person to control the moral and ecclesiastical conduct of his 
clergy. The obvious danger, so far as the laity are concerned, 
is that in each diocese there may be developed some special 
“use” in public worship. But this tendency to special- 
ism will probably be sufficiently corrected by the presence 
of the chancellor in the diocesan court, and by the appeal 
which is provided from all diocesan courts to the provincial 
courts. 


The provincial courts themselves are to be re-constructed. The 
“‘ Official Principal”? remains, but in causes of ritual or doctrine 
he is in future to sit with the Archbishop, and power is 
givento consult as assessors a fixed number of the com- 
provincial bishops, or other special theologians. In causes 
of morals the Official Principal can be called upon to its 
alone. The mode of his appointment will be, as previously to 
the Public Worship Act, 1874, by the Archbishop, without 
he sanction of the Crown, but the Commissioners have left 
tliberty to the two Archbishops to appoint the same official 
principal. This is obviousiy a convenient course, and will tend to 
secure that uniformity of decision which, in the interests of the 
Church, is of the last importance. Churchmen will be gratified 
by the restoration to the two Primates of unlimited power of 
choosing their judges. The ill-advised, and, as we believe, 
thoughtless unintentional, restriction on their discretion 
imposed by the statute of 1874 has had, it is, true, no practical 
effect, but ite existence gave deep and wholly unn offence 
to a large class both of clergy and laity. It seems, therefore, wise 
to recommend its removal, The effect will be to make the 
provincial court once more a pure “ecclesiastical” court, for 
highest of High Churchmen have always acknowledged the 





the 
right of the Primate to delegate his authority to a layman. What 
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they objected to was the interference of the Crown in the selection 
of a “spiritual” judge. 

In their plan, then, for the constitution of the diocesan and pro- 
yincial courts, the Commissioners seem to have been actuated by a 
twofold motive. First, they have been desirous of making episcopal 
authority once more a reality for the clergy. Secondly, they have 
indicated their opinion that with the conlaleihina! courts proper 
the Crown has nothing to do. The law there administered may be 
—indeed, it undoubtedly is—the ‘‘ Queen’s ecclesiastical law,” and 
for its enforcement the civil court must eventually be resorted to. 
But the actual administration of the law is to be vested either in 
the bishops and archbishops, or in laymen appointed at their dis- 
cretion. There is nothing new in these recommendations, except 
in so far as they contemplate the personal exercise of jurisdiction 
by bishops and archbishops in cases of ritual and doctrine. This is 
a formidable innovation, and would certainly be unwelcome to the 
laity and to many of the clergy were it not counter-balanced by 
the scheme suggested for the final court of appeal, or, to speak 
more accurately, for the court which is to hear appeals to the 
Crown. This court is to consist entirely of laymen. The qualifica- 
tion of the judges is to be that of having held or of holding distin- 
guished judicial office in the House of Lords, Privy Council, or 
Supreme Court of Judicature, and for any particular appeal the 
judges are to be summoned, not according to the caprice of the Chan- 
cellor for the time being, but inrotation. Thus, any notion of pack- 
ing the court will be obviated. Power is given to consult the 
bishops on matters of doctrine, but we doubt if this will prove 
of much service, especially as the court is not to be bound to follow 
the advice which the prelates may tender. It is also laid down that 
the decree itself is alone to be of binding authority. This is only 
what one might expect to find asserted, after the recent decision of 
the Judicial Committee in Merriman vy. Williams, when their 
lordships went so far as to declare that their interpretation of 
the formularies was a part of the law of the Church. This 
assumption of authority was naturally alarming to Church- 
men, and it has accordingly been deemed advisable to place 
on record the unquestionable fact that it is the decree itself 
which constitutes the law and alone binds the same tribunal in 
future cases. 

The result of the Commissioners’ deliberations is to be judged, 
as they emphatically state, as a whole, and they evidently hope 
that their scheme will satisfy all but the extreme men on either 
side. To those who desire the ecclesiastical courts to be made a 
mere division of the High Court of Justice, the suggestions of the 
Commission will appear halting and imadequate, while the 
champions of sacerdotalism will be equally disappointed. Moderate 
men will probably think at least thrice before they condemn con- 
clusions to which churchmen belonging to such different schools of 
religious thought as Lord Coleridge, Canon Stubbs, Mr. Freeman, 
and the Dean of Peterborough have cordially assented. We notice, 
with some surprise, that Sir Robert Phillimore is of opinion that 
there should be no appeal from the provincial court to the Crown. 
How a union between Church and State is to continue without such 
an appeal we are at a loss to conceive. There is, perhaps, more to be 
said for Lord Devon’s opinion, that an appeal should belong to a con- 
vieted defendant only. Many will sympathize with the idea thata 
clergyman acquitted of misconduct or of heresy by his diocesan and 
by the archbishop ought not to be pursued further. The legislation 

Henry VIII. provided an appeal ‘‘for lack of justice” for a 
person aggrieved by the decision of the spiritual court. Of what 
“lack of justice,” it may be plausibly asked by High Churchmen 
at any rate, can a prosecutor complain who, after two hearings, fails 
to convince the ecclesiastical courts that his clergyman has erred ? 
No temporal right of his is infringed upon by the acquittal, 
and, in theory, he ought to be satisfied with the judgment, 
on matters merely spiritual, of the supreme rulers of his 
Church. Tho Commissioners, however, have probably done 
wisely in not indorsing Lord Devon’s views on this point, 
ce a magny of them may have sympathised with him on the 
subject. 

e proceed to notico some of the alterations in procedure re- 
commended by the Commissioners. In the first place, they advise 
the abolition of the clumsy commission of inquiry established by 
the Church Discipline Act of 1840. This commission has been of 
Very little use in a case of morals, and of no use at all in cases of 
doctrine or ritual. It occupies a wholly anomalous position. It 





resembles a court in one respect, inasmuch as it has power to hear 
both sides, but there the resemblance ends, for it can pronounce no 
judgment on the merits of the case. Its functions are like those 
of a grand jury, and are limited to finding that there is or is not a 
prima facie case for further investigation. This conclusion can 
obviously be reached by the bishop without such cumbrous and 
expensive machinery. Secondly, pleadings are to be much 
simplified. The rules of the High Court of Justice are here to be 
adopted as a model, and “articles of charge,” “ ive allega- 
tions,” ‘‘acts on petition,” ‘duplex querela,” are to be disused 
for the future. Some ancient proctor who may still survive in a 
cathedral precinct may regret the abolition of these antiquated 
forms. But they are wholly unsuited to present requirements, 
and, indeed, the number of practitioners familiar with them might 
be countedon one hand. The technical learning once acquired by 
proctors and civilians can no longer be acquired. Doctors’ Commons 
and the College of Advocates have ceased to exist since the 
passing of the Divorce and Probate Acts of 1857, and future 
Deans of Arches will be skilled, it may be, in the substance 
of ecclesiastical law, but the forms of procedure and plead- 
ing in the Church courts must henceforth, of -necessity, be 
moulded by men trained in the practice of the High Court 
Justice. 

It will be obvious from this review of the recommendations of 
the Commission that any legislation based upon them will involve 
the repeal of much of the Church Discipline Act and of the whole 
of the Public Worship Regulation Act. The latter statute has 
long been the favourite topic of ritualistic denunciation, and it has, 
no doubt, conspicuous defects, though some absurd misconceptions 
prevail as to its operation. Thus it has been supposed that Mr. 
Mackonochie has been the victim of its severity. In fact, no one 
of the many suits instituted against him by Mr. Martin has been 
instituted under its provisions. All proceedings against him have 
been taken under the Church Discipline Act, which, as the promoter 
has wisely considered, provides a more easily-managed mode of 
action. Morever, the Chureh Discipline Act allows a single 
promoter to proceed, while the Public Worship Regulation Act 
requires three parishioners to be complainants, or else some official 
person connected with the parish. Mr. Martin could not have 
proceeded, therefore, alone under the later Act, and it might, 
possibly, have been difficult to obtain in the humble tenements 
which surround St. Albans three ‘‘aggrieved parishioners” to 
complain of the incumbent. The Commission, we may observe, 
recommend the removal of this restriction in the number and 
character of the complainants, and in ritual, asin other, suits would 
leave the power to complain te the Bishops open to any one of 
the Queen’s subjects. 

There are other topics treated in the report with which we 
have left ourselves no space to deal. Nor can we do more than 
mention historical portion, which is of high interest and import- 
ance. We have no doubt that there will be much controversy 
as to the wisdom of the alterations of the law suggested; but 
there can, we think, be none as to the value of the information 
which the Commissioners have collected and arranged. We should 
add that there is to be found in the appendix an admirable 
analysis of the evidence, and a copious index. 








THE RIGHT TO RUNNING WATER. 


In the case of Ormerod v. Todmorden Mill Com (31 W. R. 
759, L. R. 11 Q. B. D. 155) the Court of Appeal to deal with 
a question of considerable interest and importance relating to water 
rights. The effect of the decision is thus summarised by the head- 
note of the report in the Zaw Reports. “A riparian owner cannot, 
except as against himself, confer on one who is not a riparian 
owner any right to use the = the as and any user by a 
non-riparian proprietor, even under a gran & Tiparian owner, 
is wail if it eonaibly affects the flow of the water by the lands 
of other riparian proprietors.” It is obvious that the decision in the 
case involves the discussion of first principles with relation te the 
right to running water, Two contentions were made for the de- 
fondants, who, not being riparian owners, were the grantees or 
licensees of a riparian owner in respect of the privilege of taking 
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the water from a running stream, and who were sued by a riparian 
proprietor for so taking it. 

It was contended, first, that, running water being by the law of 
the country publict juris, all persons who have lawful access to it 
have a right to use it for all reasonable purposes, on the ground 
that running water is the eommon property of all mankind. There 
are, no doubt, expressions in the earlier cases, such as Liggins v. 
Inge (7 Bing. 682), that seem to fayour this contention. It has 
been suggested that the law of this country is the same in 
this respect. as the Roman law, which regarded running water, 
light, and air as res communes. It has also been said 
that “‘ Flowing water, as well as light and air, are in one 
sense publici juris. They are a boon from Providence to 
all, and differ only in the mode of their enjoyment”: Wood v. 
Waud (3 Exch. 775). So again, in Embrey v. Owen (6 Exch. 369), 
no less an authority than Parke, B., uses expressions which seem 
to import that all may reasonably use running water who have a 
right of access to it, though it may, perhaps, be doubted whether 
he was really contemplating non-riparian proprietors when he said 
this. It was held, however, by Cave, J., on further consideration, 
that these dicta cannot be taken as representing the existing law on 
the subject, and the Court of Appeal affirmed that view. It is 
obvious, upon reflection, that there is no real analogy for 
many purposes between running water and light and air. It 
is true that there is no property in running water in one sense, 
but it does not follow that it is bonum vacans in the sense that a 
nyone may take it who can get access to it without committing a 
trespass. 

The second contention was that a riparian owner can grant to a 
non-riparian owner the right of taking the water as against other 
riparians, and it was contended that absurdities might otherwise 
result. It was suggested that a riparian owner who had a mill 
standing near a river might grant away the mill, with the right to 
take water from the river, to a trustee for the benefit of himself 
and other persons, partners with himself in the milling business, and 
retain for his own use the land lying between the river and the 
mill, and that it would be an absurd result that the grant to the 
trustee of the right to take water in such a case should be void as 
against the other riparian proprietors. The court, however, as 
already stated, held that the riparian proprietor could not, except 
as against himself, confer the right to take water so as sensibly to 
affect the stream lower down. It is to be observed that the nght 
of the riparian owner, as established by the decisions, is to a 
reasonable use of the water, even though such use may sensibly 
affect the flow of the water in a manner prejudicial to the lower 
riparian proprietors. It is obvious that if this right could be 
granted away toa non-riparian, there would be great difficulty in 
finding any measure or limit of the rights that could be thus 
created as against the lower riparian owners. If sucha grant could 
be made to one, why not to several grantees? The view taken by 
the judges in the cases we are discussing seems to be that the right 
to the use of the water is a privilege naturally and necessarily 
appurtenant to, and to be measured by, the needs and circumstances 
of the riparian tenement, and that it is gud riparian proprietor only 
that the riparian proprictor is entitled to the right. He could not 
grant away the riparian tenement, reserving to himself the right to 
take the water with a way leave for access thereto ; and the vonverse 
holds good —viz., that he cannot retain the riparian tenement 
and grant away the right te take water. The same point was some 
time ago decided in The Stockport Waterworks Company v. Potter 
(3 H. &C. 300) by a majority of the Court of Exchequer. In 
that case the present Lord Bramwell dissented. The Court of 
Appeal has now confirmed the view of the majority. It remains 
to be seen what view the House of Lords may take if the case 
should go further. Notwithstanding the great authority of Lord 
Bramwell, we certainly see great difficulties in the way of an 
conclusion but that at which the Court of Appeal arrived. It 
might be said, if there is one non-riparian grantee only of the 
right, that the measure of his right will be the same as of that of 
the grantor, the riparian proprictor; but how if there be more 
than one such grantee? Is the reasonable use by two such 
grantees quantitatively more than, or the same as, that of one? 
if the same, how are they to divide the privilege? If more, 
where is there to be any limit in favour of the lower riparian 
proprictors? These are only some of the difficultics that may 
arise. 





THE NEW RULES OF COURT. 
VIII.—Arrzats. 


Ir will not be forgotten that the appeal system so lately estab. 
lished by the Judicature Acts of 1873 and 1875, and the Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act, 1876, was not long since seriously threatened by the 
Report of 1881. To say nothing of the discredit which such im. 
patience and inconstancy would have brought on us, it would haye 
been a misfortune in its kind hardly to be overrated, if the uni 
which that system was and is the most important factor in bringing 
about and maintaining, and which the concentration of business at 
the Royal Courts of Justice tends so strongly to promote, had beep 
impaired by the alterations suggested in that revolutionary docu, 
ment. Happily, the view of the committee has not been adopted, 
and it may be hoped that we may now look forward with 
confidence to having this great regulative eourt still maintained 
as a select tribunal, common to‘all branches of the High Court of 
Justice, and filled, as it ismow, with the ablest and most trusted 
judges. 

The rules on this subject have been, however, to some extent 
re-cast, and it may be convenient shortly to review the present 
state of the provisions both as to new trials and as to appeals. Ag 
to new trials, the practice remains substantially unaltered, but the 
doubts which arose on the old rules, and whieh had to be re 
by construction, are now got rid of by more clearly exp 
provisions. In every ease where there has been a jury trial the 
application for a new trial is to a divisional court; in cases tried 
before a judge alone the application is to the Court of Appeal. 
All such applications are to be made on an eight-day notice of 
motion, without any rule nisi, and the}notice is to state the 
grounds of the application, and whether all or part only of the 
verdict or findings is complained of. Where, however, the 
complaint is that the findings have not been properly entered, or 
that the judgment upon the finding as entered is wrong, the 
application is to be to the Court of Appeal ; but if, in the case of a 
trial by jury, there is coupled with this complaint a motion fora 
new trial, the whole matter must go to a divisional court. This 
last provision will put an end to the practical difficulty which 
often occurred, and which could only be met, and that at much 
cost, delay, and inconvenience, by a double motion, and an 
adjournment or an extension of time. 

The result, then, is that in every case of a trial by jury, ifa 
new trial is applied for, the case must go to a divisional court, 
whether that application is or is not coupled with a complaint that 
the finding or the judgment has not been properly entered. But 
ord. XL., r. 10, adds words to the rule as it formerly stood, the 
effect of which cannot, we think, have been fully considered. Eb 
the old rule, the court was empowered to draw all inferences 
fact, and, if satisfied that it had before it all the materials 
necessary for finally determining the questions in dispute, or 
of them, or for awarding any relief sought, might give judgment 
accordingly. Inthe new rule, words are introduced which limit 
the power of drawing inferences of fact to such as are “not 
inconsistent with the finding of the jury.” What will be the 
effect of this addition? Suppose a case in which the judge has 
left a question to the jury, on which they have found a verdict 
for the plaintiff, which, if it stands, will entitle him to judgment; 
but the court is of opinion that the question ought not to have 
been left to the jury, in which event there ought to be judgment for 
the defendant. To make the case more explicit, suppose the jury to 
have found that the defendant gave an invitation to the plaintiff 
to go where he would haye otherwise gone cither as a trespasser oF 
at his own risk, so as to make the defendant liable for injuries ca 
to the plaintiff through some cause of danger existing there; 
the court to be of opinion that there was no evidence to go to the 
jury of such invitation, and that the plaintiff, therefore, cannot 
recoyer. Under the old rule, the court could have entered judg- 
ment for the defendant. Can they do so now, there 4 
distinct finding by the jury that there was an“invitation? If 
can, it must be by a somewhat subtle construction of the rule, 
holding that the court are not drawing any inference of fact incon- 
sistent with the finding of the jury. If they cannot, a very 
mischievous alteration will have been made, 


With this serious exception the provisions in the new rules mm — 
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‘jury, are improvements on those in the old rules, and lay down a 
sitistactory practice, assuming always that divisional courts are 
to be retained at all. 
~ But what is to be said of the singular rule relating to trial by a 
referee? The original rules (ord. XL., rr. 5, 6) related to trials of 
an action before either a ‘‘ judge or a referee,” and directed that a 
motion to set aside any ine yang entered and to enter any other 
judgment, on the ground that on the finding as entered the judg- 
ment was wrong, should be made to a divisional court. hese 
‘rales were afterwards (along with rule 4) repealed altogether as to 
trials before a judge, and the application was sent to the Court of 
, where it still remains. Rule 5 was, however, left standing, 
w far as it related to a referee, but, rule 6 being wholly repealed, it 
was left uncertain what court was to entertain the application; a 
doubt which became of less consequence when it was afterwards 
held that, at least without consent, an official referee could not 
enter judgment at all. It does not appear that a referee is to have 
my greater power ; but now, as before, it is, at least, contemplated 
that a referee may have and exercise such a power, and that the 
mode of its exercise may be complained of. The doubt, therefore, 
still recurs, to what tribunal is that complaint to be addressed. If 
we are at liberty to look to the context of the original rule, we 
shall hardly think that it was intended that the application should 
be'to the Court of Appeal. It must, then, be toa judge. But if 
this is so, what is the meaning of the extraordinary proviso that 
“in the Queen’s Bench Division such motion shall be made toa 
divisional court”’; and who is to be credited with so strange an 
enactment ? It seems impossible that anyone can have designed to 
inflict an affront upon the learned judges of the Queen’s Bench 
Division, by affirming their inferiority to their brothers of the 
| Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divisions. It seems 
equally inconceivable that an excess of modesty has urged them on 


their own part to decline what their learned brothers are supposed | 4 


able to perform. To what strange and mischievous chance, then, 
do we owe this apparent slight on a distinguished order of men, 
and this inconvenient appeal to ‘‘double-seated” justice? It 
cannot be to the wishes of suitors, who have certainly no reason to 
fancy that a sounder conclusion is reached by two judges than 
would be reached by one. However this may be, an entire order 
(order LIX.) is devoted to determining the functions of the divi- 
sional courts, which are thus at least secure of some prolongation 
of their existence. 

We have not professed in this review to do more than direct 
attention to the points in which the alterations in the new rules 
have struck us asthe most important, without any attempt to give 
either a full aecount of the variations, or a connected view of the 
practice. To do this would be to usurp the functions of books of 
practice, to which we must refer our readers for their further 

ce. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT IN ACTIONS FOR RECOVERY 
OF LAND. 


[Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—It seems to have been generally assumed, in the considera- 
| tion given to the new rules, that land may alone be recovered 
| wider the summary procedure provided by order 14; but a careful 
of this order, in conjunction with ord. 3, r. 6, will, I think, 

w that, unless the action % brought for the recovery of ‘‘a debt 

or liquidated demand,” as well as for recovery of land, the rule does 
notapply. Order 14 directs that when the defendant ageenne to a 
Writ specially indorsed under ord, 3, r. 6, he may apply or leave to 
t; but ord. 3, r. 6, only permits of a special indorsement 

# a writ ‘“‘ where the plaintiff coe only to recover a debt or 
liquidated demand in money, payable by the defendant with or 





This may not have been the intention of the framer of the rules, 
but I am afraid it is the effect of them as drawn. - 
14, North John-street, Liverpool, Aug. 25. JoHN H. KENION. 





INROLMENT OF A VOLUNTARY LEASE IN MIDDLESEX. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Can any of your readers inform me what is n with 
regard to the inrolment and registration of a voluntary lease for 1,000 
years, under4 & 5 Vict. c. 38, of a piece of freehold land in Middlesex, 
as a site for a school, by a private individual to the vicar and church- 
wardens of the parish ? H. B. 








THE NEW BANKRUPTCY ACT. 


Tue following memorandum, showing the general effect of the changes in 
the law proposed by the Bill, is appended to the issue of the Bill as 
amended in Committee. The principal changes proposed to be effected by 
this Bill may be summarised as follows :— 


Initiation of Proceedings. 

All proceedings under the bankruptcy law are to be commenced by ® 
bankruptcy petition, leading up to an order of the court, to be called @ 
receiving order, which shall have one of two results, either composition or 
arrangement on the one hand, or bankruptcy on the other. Liquidation 
and composition, otherwise than under a petition and with the approval of 
the court, are abolished. 

A bankruptcy petition may be presented either by a creditor or by the 
debtor (clause 5). 

The amount of debt sufficient to ground a creditor’s petition remains, as 
in the Act of 1869, at £50, but a debt payable at some certain future time 
gives a locus standi as petitioner (clause 6). 

Execution for any amount under process in an action, failure after seven 











gencratty throughout the Bill, i: abolish’. a 
Bankruptcy proceedings by dé $ summons are abolished, and are 


superseded by the provision mentioned above T6: ‘y 
1dtice Oh failure to a judgment debt (clausé I(T Fj): 

Ah official receiver may be appoited to be receiver of the debtor's 
property at any time after the presentation of a creditor’s ition. Any 
court in which proceedings are pending against the debtor may stay 
the proceedings on proof of presentation of a bankruptcy petition (clause 
10). 





Receiving Order. 







ourt. The effect o & recelvIng, 

order-wiil be he person appointed to act as official receiver, 

receiver of the debtor’s property, and to stay proceedings by unsecured 

creditors. Ae onder will not, as in the caseof-an-adjudication order, 

make the debtor a ipt or divest him of his property, or subject him! 
Sad dis taabrepeyT Ta 


tothe forfeiture SADINtfes Contingent on Clauses 5, 7, 


8; ands): ; 
Proceedings after Receiving Order. 

The official receiver, for whose appointment provision is made by clause 
66, may, on the application of creditors, appoint a special of the 
debtor’s business to act until a trustee is appointed (clause 12). 

If no such appointment is made, the official receiver acts as manager 
(clause 70). ’ 

The debtor is to give the official receiver full information as to his 
affairs and failure, and in particular is to make out at once a statement of 
his assets and liabilities (clause 16). 








First Meeting, Proofs, Votes, Proxies. 

The first meeting of creditors, after the making of a receiving order, is 
to be held for the purpose of considering whether a composition or scheme 
of arrangement shall be entertained, or whether the debtor shall be 
adjudged bankrupt, and in the latter case the creditors may at once 
appoint a trustee (clauses 15, 21). 

The meeting is to be summoned by the official receiver, to be be held 
within fourth days of the receiving order, unless a later date is for any 
special reason allowed, and at Teast seven days’ notice must be given by 
advertisement. The official receiver is also to send notice to each creditar, 
together with a summary of the debtor's statement, and the receiver's 
observations thereon (Schedule I., Rules 1—3). 

Proofs are to be 1 before the time appointed for the meeting 


without interest, arising (a.) upon a contract, &e.; or (d.) on a bond; . , 
“4 or (¢.) in actions éee the, at Be of land,” &o. (0) (Schedule I., Rule 8). ‘reditors who have proved may examine pt of 
St ned ” other creditors (Schedule I1., Rule 7). A -secured creditor may 
a + seems to me that the word “arising” governs the whole of the nd his for the ured portion of bia debt (Gohedele. II. 
vatious sub-sections, and that, therefore, where a claim is simply for | ilu. 14. 12 a oe ° 
‘ the recovery of land, and not for the recovery of a debt or liquidated | “yy. voting rights of bill-holders are limited (Schedule I., Rules 11, 12). 
ys d in money, “ & (c.) in actions for the recovery of land,” | proxies are to be on an official form, and must be filled up in the hand- 
on 14 does not apply, and summary judgment cannot be obtained, | writing of the person giving the proxy. A creditor may only give a 
7) hotwiths the of this order and of the latter part of | gene to a person in his regular employment, or to the official 
rule 6 of order 3, receiver, proxies must be deposited with the official receiver or 
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before the meeting at which they are to be used (Schedule I., 
Rules 15—21). 
Publie Examination of Debtor. 


Every debtor against whom a receiving order is made is to be publicly 
examined in court as to his conduct, dealings, and property ; the official 
receiver is to take part in the examination ; the creditors, and the trustee, 
if appointed, may also put questions, and the debtor is to be bound to 
answer all questions which may be properly put to him (clause 17). 


Composition or Scheme of Arrangement. 

At the first meeting the creditors may resolve by special resolution to 
entertain a proposal for a composition or scheme of arrangement. 

For the acceptance of a composition or arrangement there must be a 
subsequent confirming resolution by a majority in number representing 
three-fourths in value of all the creditors, which must not be passed until 
the debtor’s public examination is concluded, nor until there has been 
cireulated among the creditors a notice stating the terms of the proposal 
and a report of the official receiver thereon (clause 18 (1—3) ). 

When a composition or scheme of arrangement has been accepted the 
court may approve it after hearing a report of the official receiver, but shall 
withhold its approval if the proposal does not appear to be reasonable or 
calculated to benefit the general body of creditors, or if the debtor has 
committed any misdemeanor under the bankruptcy law, or under Part 
Il. of the Debtors Act, 1869. It is also within the discretion of the court 
to withhold its approval if the debtor has been guilty of any such miscon- 
duct as would justify the court in withholding, suspending, or qualifying 
his discharge (clause 18 (5, 6) ). 

Any trustee appointed under a composition or scheme is to be subject 
to all the regulations applicable to a trustee in ptcy, and the pro- 
visions of Part III. of the Bill with reference to administration of property 
are to apply to a composition or scheme as far as possible (clause 18 (12, 
13) ). 


Adjudication of Bankruptcy. 

If a composition or scheme is not accepted and approved, or if the credi- 
tors pass a resolution that the debtor be adjudged bankrupt, or pass no 
resolution, the court will adjudge the debtor bankrupt, and the property 
of the bankrupt then becomes divisible amongst his creditors and vests in 
a trustee (clause 20). , 


Appointment of Trustee. 

Where a debtor is adjudged bankrupt, or the creditors have resolved in 
favour of adjudication, they may appoint a trustee (clause 21 (1) ). The 
trustee must give security to the satisfaction of the Board of Trade, and the 
Board may, subject to an appeal to the High Court, object to his appoint- 
ment on the ground that it has not been made in good faith by a majority 
in value of the creditors, or that he is unfit to act, or that he is not likely 
to act in the interests of the creditors generally. The certificate of 
appointment is to be given by the Board of Trade (clause 21 (2) (3) ). 

If the creditors fail to appoint a trustee within four weeks from the date 
of the adjudication, or within a longer period if negotiations for composi- 
tion or arrangement are pending, the Board of Trade may appoint some fit 
person to be the trustee, subject to the right of the creditors to appoint a 
trustee at any subsequent time (clause 21 (6, 7) ). 

During any vacancy the official receiver acts as trustee (clause 70 (1 g.) ). 

On the appointment of a trustee the duties of the official receiver con- 
nected with the management of the property cease, or are s ded, but he 
continues to watch the case, and to act, if necessary, in the interests of 
justice (see clauses 68—70, 82 (4), &c.). 


Committee of Inspection. 

A committee of inspection may be nominated by the creditors qualified 
to vote at their first or any subsequent meeting, and must consist of credi- 
tors qualified to vote, or the holders of general proxies or general powers 
of attorney from such creditors. There are to be not more than five nor 
less than three members (clause 22 (1) ). If a committee is not appointed, 
the Board of Trade will direct the trustee in the matters in which he is 
required to have the permission of the committee of inspection (clause 22 


(9) ). 
Composition or Scheme after Adjudication. 

The creditors may at any time after adjudication resolve by special 
resolution to entertain a composition or scheme, whereupon the same 
pe mcr a ensue as in case of composition or scheme before adjudication. 

default is made in carrying out the composition the bankruptcy may be 
revived (clause 23). 


Discharge of Bankrupt. 

At any time after being adjudged bankrupt the bankrupt may apply to 
the court for an order of discharge, but the application is not to be heard 
until the public examination of the bankrupt is concluded. Notice of the 
day fixed for the hearing is to be published and sent to the creditors. On 
the hearing of the application the court is to take into consideration the 
report of the official receiver as to the bankrupt’s conduct and affairs, and 
may either grant the order unconditionally, or, on proof of certain acts of 
inisconduct by the bankrupt, refuse or suspend it, or qualify it by con- 
ditions as to after-acqui property, but the court is directed to refuse 
discharge if the debtor has committed any misconduct under the Bank- 
ruptcy Law, or under Part IL of the Debtors Act, 1869 (clause 28). 


These at greed are substantially identical with those contained in the Bill 
of the Attorney-General (Sir John Holker). 

The provisions of the existing Act (section 54) under which an undis- 
chargea bankrupt is protected for three years from the close of his bank- 
rupicy are not Sopeodaced, and provision is made for enabling the court 


to make an order under which a bankrupt’s after-acquired property 
be recovered and applied for the benefit of his creditors (clause 28 ( 
An undischarged bankrupt who obtains credit from any 

extent of £20 or upwards, without informing such person of his s 
to be held guilty of a misdemeanor under the Debtors Act (clause 3 


Civil Disabilities of Bankrupt. 

The position of a bankrupt is assimilated to that of a member of 
the House of Commons, by tl ral mere discharge insufficient to rehabili. 
tate him (clause 32). 

Adjudication is also made a disqualification for election to the House of 
Commons, and not only for holding but for appointment or election to 
the offices of justice of the peace, mayor, alderman, councillor, guardian 
of the poor, member of sanitary authority, school board, highway board, 
burial eon or select vestry. In all cases disqualification continues unt] 
it is removed by the annulment of the bankruptcy, or by the discharge of 
the bankrupt with a certificate that the bankruptcy was caused exclusively 
by misfortune (clause 32). 


Punishment of Fraudulent Debtors. 


The court may commit a bankrupt or any other person for trial when it 
has reason to believe that he has been guilty of a misdemeanor under the 
Bankruptcy Acts, and the Public Prosecutor is to carry on the prosecution 
(clauses 165, 166). ae ‘ 

Discharge or composition is to be no defence against a criminal prosecu- 
tion (clause 167). 

An undischarged bankrupt who obtains credit to the extent of £20 with. | | 


is 


s 
e2e | 


“3 


). 


out informing the person from whom he gets credit that he is a bankrupt 
will be guilty of a misdemeanor. 


Annulling of Bankruptey. 

The court may annul a bankruptcy on approval of a composition or 
scheme, or where it is of opinion that the debtor ought not to have been 
adjudged bankrupt, or on proof that the debts of the bankrupt are paid in 
full (clauses 23, 35). 

Distribution of Property. 

The first dividend must, except under special circumstances, be declared 
and distributed within four months from the conclusion of the first meet- 
ing of creditors, and subsequent dividends at intervals of not more than 
six months (clause 58). 

Before declaration of the final dividend, notice is to be given to persons 
claiming to be creditors, but who had hitherto failed to establish their 
claims (clause 62). 

The committee, instead of the general creditors, are to authorize any 
allowance to the bankrupt (clause 64 (2) ). 


Administrative Staff. 

The Board of Trade are to appoint such persons as they think fit to be 
official receivers of debtors’ estates. These receivers are to be attached 
to each court of bankruptcy, and will act under the general authority of 
the Board of Trade, but will also be officers of the court (clause 66). 

Their functions include some acts which are done by the registrars 
under the existing system. The principle of the proposed change isto 
separate judicial and administrative functions, and to commit the super- 
a of the latter to officers acting under a responsible Department 
of State. 

The duties of an official receiver, which are detailed in clauses 68—1, 
bear relation both to the conduct of the debtor and to the administration 
of his estate, and are generally— 

(a.) To protect the interests of the general public by inquiring into, 
exposing, and providing for the punishment of fraudulent and 
reckless trading or culpable get reg ; 

(4.) To protect the interests of the itors at an early stage of the 
proceedings by obtaining and giving them the information, without 
which they are helpless, and which experience shows they are 
unable to obtain for themselves : 

(c.) To act as interim receiver of the bankrupt’s estate pending the 
ig mmm new ofa trustee, and as manager where no special manager 
is appoin 

He wilt aleo receive and examine proofs and take such other formal 
prensa are required to be taken before the creditors are called 
together. 

e Board of Trade are to have power to ri spe such other officers as 
may be required for the execution of the Act (clause 71) 
e existing Comptroller in Bankruptcy and his staff are to act under 
the direction of the of Trade, one seexise is made for the aboli- 
tion or continuance, under modified conditions, of the office of any of 
said persons on the occurrence of a vacancy (clause 153). 
The official receivers and other persons appointed by tbe Board of Trade 
will be paid out of public money, and the Exchequer will be recouped by 
means of fees and percentages (clauses 77, 128). 

bad 


Reguiations affecting Trustees in Bankruptey. 

The remuneration of the trustee (unless he be the official receiver) is to 
be fixed by the creditors or committee of , and to be in the 
nature of a commission or percen charged Partly on the net amount 
realized and partly on the amount buted in di . If one- 

in number or value of the creditors object, the Board of is to fix the 
amount of the remuneration. The resolution must express what expense 
the vote is to cover, and where nothing is voted the taxing officer is to tax 
the trustee’s bill (clause 72). 
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sestes or mannan is not to be allowed payment in respect of the 
se ce of duties by other persons which ought to be performed 
Fiore All bills o &e., are to be taxed 
The trustee must, as a general rule, pay all money over £50 into the 
Bank of England to the credit of the Board of Trade, and all payments 
be made by order of the Board of Trade (clause 74 (3, 5, 6) ). 
But under certain i circumstances the committee of i ion 
may apply to the Board of Trade to authorize the trustee to make his 
payments into and out of a local bank (clause 74 (4) ).. When the general 
cash balance to the credit of bankrupts’ estates is in excess of the require- 
ments for bankruptcy purposes, the surplus is to be invested, and the 
of the investments is to be paid to the Exchequer for the purpose 
of meeting the expenditure out of public money in respect of ptcy 
ings (clause 76). 

Every trustee is to have his accounts audited not less than twice in each 
year by the Board of Trade. The accounts, when audited, are to be filed 
at the Board and at the court, and are to be open to the inspection of the 
creditors (clause 78). 

Every trustee in a bankruptcy is not less than once a year during its 
continuance to transmit to the Board of Trade a statement of the pro- 
ceedings in the bankruptcy. The Board of Trade is to examine the 
trustee’s statement and his accounts, and to call the trustee to account 
for any misfeasance, &c. (clause 81). 

The trustee is not to be released, after consideration by the 
Board of Trade of a report as to his accounts and of any objections urged 
by any a or other interested person against the proposed release 


| (is frvateo vacates his office if a receiving order is made against him 

use 85). 

The creditors may remove their trustee by ordinary, and not, as at 
present, by special resolution (clause 86 (1) ). The Board of Trade may 
ath A ay for misconduct, subject to appeal to the High Court 

If the creditors fail to fill a vacancy in the office of trustee within 
three weeks, the Board of Trade may appoint a trustee, subject to the 
ices 6 a creditors to appoint a trustee of their own subsequently 


solicitors, auctioneers, 
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Restrictions are placed on the voting 


a of the trustee and _ his 
partners and agents in questions affecting ;hi 
_ (clause 88). 


remuneration and conduct 


Judicial Staff. 


The London Court of Bankruptcy is to be merged in the High Court of 
Justice, but bankruptcy proceedings are to preserve their distinctive 
name, and are to be transacted by or under the direction of a judge 
specially assigned for the purpose (clauses 93, 94). 

There is to be power to transfer proceedings from one court to another 
court, and also to transfer any question of law for trial from a local court 
tothe High Court (clause 97). 

The powers and jurisdiction to be exercised by registrars are defined by 
the Bill, and, s ing broadly, are to be confined to urgent applications 
and uncontested matters (clause 99). 

The jurisdiction and powers in relation to judgment debtor’s summons 
under section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, now vested in the High Court, 
may be assigned to the bankruptcy judge, and to registrars in bankruptcy in 
the High Court, and county courts may exercise jurisdiction under the 
said section although the amount of the judgment debt may exceed £50. 
Power is given to a court having bankruptcy jurisdiction to make a re- 
eed oe against the debtor in lieu of committal under the said section 

use ; 

An appeal is to lie alike from the _ Court to the Court of Appeal 
and from a local court to the Court o een The Court of Appeal 
ty give <a to appeal from their own decision to the House of Lords 

use 4 


£8 Bid 


ake 


Small Bankruptcies. 


In the case of small bankruptcies—i.ec., where the assets are expected to 
be under £300—a more summary procedure is adopted. In these cases the 
official receiver will act as trustee, unless the creditors specially resolve to 

. appoint a trustee of their own, and will proceed to get in the assets and 
wind up the estate as quickly as possible (clause 121). 

Where a debtor is unable to pay forthwith a county court judgment 
debt, and all that his whole indebtedness amounts to a sum not ex- 
ceeding £50, the court make an order for the administration of his 
estate or earnings and for the payment of his debts, in part or wholly, by 
instalments or otherwise. The order of the court will protect the debtor 
from proceedings by his scheduled creditors (clause 122). 





Miscellaneous. 


Provision is to be made, as under the Scotch law, for the administration 
in ey of the estate of a deceased , but where an order for 


S&S S58 © BE aS SF ES BS BSss 


the administration of the deceased person’s estate otherwise than in bank- 
asf has previously been taken out, the may only be trans- 
to bankruptcy with the consent of court (clause 125). 


Provision is made for adjusting the conflict between the rights of 
execution creditors and of general creditors under a bankruptcy (clauses 


45, 46). 

The evasion of the Bankruptcy Act by the device of seizing goods under 
writs of elegit and levari facias is put a stop to (clause 146). 

The law as to undue preferences, and as to disclaimer of onerous prop- 
erty, ie to be amended (clauses 48, 55), and sundry proposals contained in 


he Bills of previous sessions are adopted. 
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Provision is also made, as in the Bill of the late Attorney-General, for 


in unclaimed or undistributed funds under the 


enabling the Crown to get Fe ot 
‘ 'ARRER. 


existing and previous Acts (clause 162). 
Board of Trade, August, 1883. 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Before Pearson, J., Vacation Judge.) 
Aug. 29.—Miley v. The Grand Junction Waterworks Company. 


This case came on again for hearing. His lordship, on the 24th inst., 
granted an interim injunction, restraining the defendant company from 
carrying out a threat to discontinue the plaintiff's water supply, to extend 
oe eee in order that the defendant company might be allowed a 

earing. Z 

Poley for the plaintiff, stated that the parties to the action had 
arran, terms of agreement between themselves, on condition that 
the defendant company should undertake to raise tme question 
involved by the present action within three months from date, with 
a view to its final settlement. The terms of the agreement were as 
follows :—‘‘ That the defendant company undertake not to dis- 
continue the plaintiff's water supply, pending a decision by the court as 
to the illegality of the company’s imcreased claim; that the plaintiff 
withdraw his notice of motion for injunction, and pay the amount of rate 
already tendered—viz., £4 14s. 6d.—for the two quarters ending ou 
Lady-day last, such amount to be paid and received without prejudice to 
the company’s claim for the increased rate of £26 13s. per annum ; that 
the plaintiff pay the company the sum of £13 6s. 6d. in respect of the two 
quarters ending at Michaelmas next, such payment being made under 
protest, and also without prejudice; and that the costs of the proceedings 
for injunction abide the event of such action as may be taken to test the 
legality of the company’s claim for the increased rate, or between the said 
two quarter-days—viz., Michaelmas, 1882, and Lady-day, 1883.” 

Pearson, J., thought the terms of the agreement, as stated by counsel, 
very proper and reasonable; and, the memorandum of agreement having 
been signed by the solicitors to the respective parties, the present proceed- 
ings came to an end, pending the raising of the — as to the legality 
of the defendant company’s claim during the Mi sittings. 








CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 


Before Mr. REGISTRAR HAZLITT. 
Aug. 28.—Jn re Craven. 


Theodore Lumley applied for the registration of resolutions passed by 
creditors in this case. 

The debtor, who presented a liquidation petition in May last, was 
described as of Suffolk-street, Pall-mall, and late of -lodge 
near Winchester, gentleman. His statement of affairs showed unsecured 
debts £5,341; liabilities £244,000, of which £5,500 only were ted to 
rank against the estate; creditors for rent £117; and assets £1,000. At 
the first meeting the creditors resolutions for liquidation by 
arrangement, and appointed Mr. J. Waddell trustee of the estate. This 
was the first case in which any question had arisen in regard to the opera- 
tion of the new Bankruptcy Act upon pending liquidations and compo- 
sitions. Section 170 provides that ‘‘ after the passing of this Act no com- 

osition or liquidation by arrangement under sections 125 and 126 of the 

kruptcy Act, 1869, shall be entered into or allowed without the sanction 

of the court or registrar having jurisdiction in the matter; such sanction 

shall not be granted unless the composition or Hquidation appears to the 

court or registrar to be reasonable, and calculated to benefit the general 

body of creditors.”” The question was upon what evidence the sanction 
of the registrar should be granted in this case. 

The chief clerk in the Liquidation Office, called attention to the terms 
of the section, and pointed out that at present there were no rules to 
guide the court in the matter. 

Hazutrt, Registrar, said he understood from this provision that compo- 
sitions or liquidations by arrangement were practically to be dealt with by 
the court asif they were effected under section 28 of the Act of 1869, but 
the court would have now to deal with them without the assistance of the 
official assignee or trustee. He thought the requirements of the Act 
would be complied with if the debtor verified his statement of affairs, and 
the proposed trustee must certify that, in his opinion, the ment 
now come to was fair and reasonable, and for the efit of the tors. 


Lumley intimated that he was prepared to file the necessary papers, the 
resolutions having been passed in the interest of the creditors. 

Hazurrt, Registrar, then sanctioned the arrangement under the provi- 
sions of section 170, 


Solicitors, Lumley § Lumley. 
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Aug. 29.—Jn re Base. 


A. S. H. Jones applied for the registration of resolutions passed by the 
creditors at the first meeting in favour of liquidation by arrangement and 
the appointment of a trustee. The debtor had carried on business as a 
brick merchant and contractor at Mile End Old Town, Hackney, and 
Stratford, and he returned his liabilities as £17,277, with assets £4,281. 

Hazurt, Registrar, sanctioned the arrangement under section 170, 
subject to the debtor verifying his accounts and the trustee certifying that 
the resolutions were calculated to benefit the creditors. 

Solicitors, Hatchett, Jones, §& Letcher. 





In re Abrahams. 


Upon an application to register, the question arose whether the com- 
position offered by the debtor was reasonable, and calculated to benefit 
the general body of creditors within the meaning of section 170 of the new 
Act. The debtor had carried on business as a licensed victualler, and at 
the first meeting he proposed to pay a composition of 1s. in the pound by 
two iustalments at t and six months, which the creditors agreed to 
accept. The statement of affairs showed, unsecured debts £3,557, and 
assets £200. 

R. Wells, who appeared in support of the application, explained that 

the debtor had the sympathy of his creditors, the failure having been 
occasioned by a long illness. 
_ Hazurrr, Registrar, held that a composition of 1s. in the pound, payable 
in two instalments, ought not to be sanctioned. He said it was apparently 
the object of section 170 that the court should act in defence of the 
creditors, even against themselves, and the present application must be 
refused but in consideration of the debtor’s fennes he would allow a new 
first meeting to be convened, in order that he might make a better offer to 
the creditors. 

Solicitor, R. Wells. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Wii1am James Wrtcu, solicitor (of the firm of Fraser, Wright, 
& Fraser), of Wisbeach and Long Sutton, been appointed Clerk to the 
Fog St. Giles School Board. Mr. Wright was admitted a solicitor in 


Mr. Patrick Cotzrts, solicitcr, of 19, Buckingham-street, Strand, has 
—— —— a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. 


Mr. Joun Fawcerr, solicitor, of 1, Quality-court, Chancery-lane, has 
— rom a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature, 


Mr. Tirruwarvr Murrvswamr Aryan, C.1.E., has been appointed a 
Puisne Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Madras. 


Mr. Tuomas Henry Farrer, barrister, Permanent Secretary to the 
Board of Trade, has been created a Baronet. Sir T. Farrer is the eldest 
son of the late Mr. Thomas Farrer, solicitor, of 66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
and was born in 1819. He was educated at Eton and at Balliol College, 
Oxford, where he graduated second class in classics in 1841, and he was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1844. He formerly 
practiond in the Court of Chancery, and for about seventeen years he has 

mn Permanent Secretary to the Board of Trade. Sir T. Farrer is a 
magistrate for the county of Surrey. 


Mr. Hexny Atterne Boyett, Solicitor-General of Barbadoes, has been 
appointed a Member of the Legislative Council of that island. Mr. Bovell 
is an LL.B. of the University of London. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in November, 1876. He has been Solicitor-General and 
Escheator-General of Barbadoes since March, 1882, and he acted for a 
short time as Chief Justice of the Island of St. Lucia. 


Mr. Atexanpen Campseti Onstow, Attorney-General of Western 
Australia, has been appointed Chief Justice. Mr. Onslow was born in 
1842. He was educa’ at Westminster and at Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1868, He formerly practised on the Home Circuit and at the 
Surrey Sessions. Mr. Onslow was Attorney-General of British Honduras 
ye: 1878 to 1880, when he was appointed Attorney-General of Western 

ustralia. 


Mr. Hewny Harrizy Fowrer, M.P., solicitor (of the firm of Corser, 
Fowler, & Langley), of Wolverhampton, and of 147, Leadenhall-street, 
has been appointed a Deputy-Lieutenant for Staffordshire. Mr. Fowler 
isthe son of the Rev. Joseph Fowler, and was born in 1830. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1852, and he is clerk to the South Staffordshire 
Mines Drainage Commissioners. Mr. Fowler has been M.P. for Wolver- 
hampton in the Liberal interest since 1880. He was mayor of Wolver- 
hampton in 1863, and he is a magistrate and alderman for the borough. 


Mr. Atrrep Dovoras Aprian, barrister, has been appointed one of the 
Assistant Secretaries to the Local Government Board, in succession to Mr. 
Edward Sutton, resigned. Mr. Adrian was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1869. 

Mr. Epwanp Hanzy Avcocx, of Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad- 
street, E.C., and Croydon-road, Penge, has been a ted Commissioner 
of the Supreme Court of Western Australia. Mr. Adcock was admitted 
in Hilary Term, 1865. 








DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 
Cuarizs Arruur Tennant, Ropert Lez Rayner, and Tuomas Epwagy 
Neviy, solicitors, Dewsbury, Mirfield, and Brighouse (Tennant, Ra; 
& Nevin, or Tennant & Co). July 16. (Gazette, August 24, 








OBITUARY. 


SIR FRANCIS SAVAGE REILLY, K.C.M.G., Q.C. 


Sir Francis Savage Reilly, K.C.M.G., Q.C., counsel to the Speaker of 
the House of Commons, died at Bournemouth, on the 27th ult., after 
a short illness. Sir F. Reilly was the son of Mr. James Miles Reilly, 
of the Irish bar, and was born in 1827. He was educated at Trinity 
College, Dublin, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn iy 
Easter Term, 1851. He practised for many years at the chancery bar, 
but he was best known as a most able parliamentary draftsman, 
He was a member of the Statute Law Revision Commission, and the 
recent Index to the Statutes was compiled mainly under his supervision, 
The deceased was pare’ as a draftsman by many of the Government 
departments, and as legal adviser to the Veterinary Department of the 
Privy Council he framed many of the successive Orders in Council 
on the subject of Cattle Diseases. Many of the Ordersin Council for the 
regulation of British Consular Jurisdiction in Turkey, China, and 
elsewhere were also ye under his directions. He acted as assessor 
to the Marquis of Salisbury and Lord Cairns in the London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway arbitration, and he rendered assistance in 
a similar capacity to Lord Cairns in the Albert Life Insurance Com 
arbitration, and he furnished for these columns, and afterwards publi 
a series of reports of the arbitrator’s decisions. He was also 
appointed assessor to Lord Romilly in the European Insurance —— 
arbitration. After Lord Romilly’s death he was appointed arbi , 
and he carried out the adjustment of the intricate affairs of the company 
without having any decision reversed on appeal. Rather more than 8 
year ago, he was selected by Sir Henry Brand to succeed Sir George 
Rickards in the office of counsel to the Speaker, an appointment which 
received the unanimous approval of the profession. About the same 
time he received a silk gown, and he was also created a 
Commander of the Order of St. Michael and St. George in recognition 
of his long and valuable services to the Colonial Office as a draftsman of 
colonial statutes. Sir F. Reilly was unmarried. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


BANKRUPTCY, 


Tue following notice has appeared in the London Gazette :— 
The Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 


Unclaimed Dividends and other Undistributed Funds. 


Pretumnary Nortce. 

Whereas it is provided, by section 162 of the said Act, that where, after 
the passing thereof, any unclaimed or undistributed funds or dividends 
in the hands, or under the control, of any trustee or other person 
empowered to collect, receive, or distribute any funds or dividends under 
any or either of the Acts of Parliament hereunder mentioned, or any peti- 
tion, resolution, deed, or other proceeding under, or in pursuance of, any 
such Act, have remained or remain unclaimed or undistributed for six 
months after the same became claimable or distributable, or in any other 
case for two years after the receipt thereof by such trustee or other person, 
it shall be the duty of such trustee or other person forthwith to pay the 
same to the Bankruptcy Estates’ Account at the Bank of England, 

And whereas it is further provided that the Board of Trade may, at ~ 
time, order any such trustee or other person to submit to them an . 
verified by affidavit, of the sums received and paid by him under, or in 
pursuance of, any such petition, resolution, deed, or other proceeding a8 
aforesaid, and may direct and enforce an audit of the account, 

And whereas the Board of Trade have opened an account at the Bankof 
— above referred to as the Bankruptcy Estates’ Account, 

otice is hereby given to such trustees or other — as aforesaid 
forthwith to pay to the said Account the money in their hands or under 
their control, obtaining in the first instance a Receivable Order from the 
Board of Trade, and upon such payment the Board of Trade will 
to such trustees or other persons a Certificate of Receipt of the money 60 
paid, which shall be an effectual discharge in respect thereof. 

Statutes relating to Unclaimed Dividends above referred to :— 























Session and Chapter. Title of Act. 
= anges 
7and 8 Vict.c.70 .. | An Act for facilitating arrangements between debtors 
and creditors 
13 Vict.¢.106,. +. | The Bankruptcy Law Consolidation Act, 1849 
26 Vict. c. 134.. +» | The uptcy Act, 1861 
83 Vict. ¢.71 o. o» | TheB uptcy Act, 1869 








Dated this 25th day of August, 1883, 
J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
President of the Board of Trade. 
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LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
atk 2 23.—Bill Read a First Time. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 


Bill Read a Second Time. 
Post Office (Money Orders) Acts Amendment. 


Bill in Committee. 
Epidemic and other Diseases Prevention. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
Bankru Corrapt Practices (Suspension of Elections) ; Medals ; 
yor ; p peacanggh be Tramways and Public Companies (Ireland) ; 3 
Siearers (Ireland) ; Municipal Corporations (Borough Constables). 


Aug. 24,—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 
Bills in Committee. 
Post Office (Money Orders) Acts Amendment; 


riation). 
Appror Bilis Read a Third Time. 


Epidemic and other Diseases Prevention ; Post Office (Money Orders) 
Acts Amendment; Consolidated Fund (Appropriation). 


Aug. 25.—Royal Assent. 


The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the following Acts :—- 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) ; Statute Law Revision ; Public Health 
Act, 1875, Amendment ; Statute Law Revision and Civil ure; Trial 
of Lunatics ; Expiring ‘Laws Continuance ; Provident Nominations and 
Small Intestacies ; Cholera Hospitals (Ireland) ; Corrupt Practices (Sus- 

ion of Elections) ; Medals; Tramways and Public Companies (Lre- 
fn. Public Works Loans; Borough Constables; Merchant Shipping 
(Fishing Boats) ; Bankruptcy ; ; Epidemic and other Diseases Prevention ; 
Post Office (Money Orders) ; Revenue ; Corrupt and Illegal Practices Pre- 
vention ; Education (Scotland) ; National Debt; Patents, Designs, and Trade- 
marks; Agricultural Holdings (England) ; Agricultural Holdings (Scotland) ; 
labourers (Ireland) ; Factory and Workshops ; Electric Lighting Orders 
Confirmation (Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11); Local Government 
Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Nos. 2 and 9); Isle of Wight 
Highway ; Peckham and East Dulwich Tramways Extension ; Stratford- 

m-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction Railway ; Milford Docks ; 
Pymouth, Devonport, and South-Western Junction Railway ; Ennis and 
West Clare Railway (Abandonment) ; Dublin Southern District Tram- 
ways. 


Consolidated Fund 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Aug. 23.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Factories and Workshops Amendment, 


Bill in Committee. 
Factories and Workshops Amendment. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 








Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) ; Factories and Workshops Amend- 
ment, 
COMPANIES, 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jotmnt Stock Companrss. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

} PROVIDENT .—By an order made by North, J., 
dated Aug 15, it was ordered the eeeccintion be wound up. Morten 
and Co, Newgate st, solicitors for the petitione: 

Crry District BANK OF 


Lonpon, LiMatE —Petition box winding v uw are 
uM eer nga tars for the th pv SOMEEDA “i 

ern: 00) 80) or the itioner 

ae "AND APPARA: G COMPANY OF Scor- 


py OTURING 
.—By an mater made by Pei Pearson, J., dated Aug 15, it was ordered 
ae above | company be wound up, Smithies, Castle st, Holborn, solicitor 


itioner 
ALLEY CoLLigry C Spr Od 
appo. illiam ‘ar re er rg es 
et ere it Park on Derby to By; to be si, ena ~Fearso 
oor ie Rpt 8 at 12, ee ee C., for the ¢ » See 


al an 0} 
[ Gazette, Aug. 24.] 


Mona Brewery Company, Limtrep.—Petition for rindigg u ted Aug 23, 
heard before Bacon, V.C., on Se 8” Brooke, Lincofn’s. 
Sopa agent for Turner, Allanson, and Evans, Hd, solicitors for the 


CUNNINGHAM anp Co., Laren, Petition for winding u up, 
to be heard before Pearson, J., on Wedn Sept o. M Diam 
and panties, Newman’s ct, acueeeas 50 soe th ther petitioner 
pip Roses, Lene. 
their names and addresses end the the 
Williams Hubert Smith, Fig-tree lane, 


an order dated 
‘iquldator 


Sore te ig aay Band 29, to > ® 


Y. 
FT EQUITABLE FISHING Mutua INSURANCE ASSOCIATION.— 
Bacon, V.0. ce See ae f Saly 2 appointed Frederick Bertram 
Smart, Cannon st, to be official i aie. creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 24; to send their names and of their debts or 

claims to the above. Monday, Nov a ry 12 3 ie appointed A hearing iad 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

[ Gazette, Aug. 24.] 


CouUNTY PALATINE OF LAMOASEER. 
IMITED 


| JOWETT, WATERHOUSE, AND Co. 


IN 

, LIMITED.— Petition for bengemes 

Aug 17, directed to to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor, hh at rey Vlahos 

at 11, at the Crewe Arms Hotel, Crewe. Ponsonby and Carlile, 

solicitors for the petitioner 

Surron RoLiine os Co-OPERATIVE 

uP, , presented Te , directed to be 
rewe Arms Hote’ Crewe, on Sept 3. 

for the petitioner 


Socrery, Luowrrep.—Petition for Men 4 
heard Before the V' 
Massey and Hains, Liverpool, pon ag 


(Gazette, Aug. 24.] 
Frienpiy Socretres Dissonvep. 
ANCIENT ORDER OF Diesel Society, Memorial Hall, High st, Harefield, 


Middlesex. Aug 18 
VARLEY ELECTRIC AND SCIENTIFIC WorES, LowTEeD, Mildmay Park Works, 


Mildmay Park, Islington. Aug 21 
a (Gazette, Aug. 24.1 


Court City oF REFUGE, Ancient Order of Foresters, Blast Furnace Inn, Pont- 
lottyn, Glamorgan. Aug 24 
StTRouD FRIENDY Socrmry. Castle st, Stroud, Gloucester. Aug 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER -: & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM 
AGNEW, THOMAS, Manchester, Print Publisher. Oct 31. Sale and Co, Man= 


chester 

ALTHAM, Mzrcy, Leyland, Lancaster. Oct1. Costeker, Darwen 

ARNISON, WILLIAM CAMPBELL, Worthasabalant, Surgeon. Sept 25. Dees and 
Thompson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

BAILARD, S. RicHaRD, Southmoor, near Abington, Berks. Sept 29. Morland, 

Brook, eGEORGE, Horbuty, York, Grocer, Septi. Lister, Wakefield 

BRowne, ANDREW, Liverpool, Linen Merchant. Oct1. Payne and Son, Liver 

CAREY, yam, bong f ceptig sa r. Deci. Orumbie, York 

CaTTELL, TH g's Stanley, Gloucester, M.R.C.S.E. Oct 1. 
Phillimore. 4 ~ + row 

Comsrancs, xn, © Cheltenham. Oct 5. Coleman, Gloucester 

CONSTANCE, JOHN, Lea, Hereford Yeoman. Oct 5. Coleman, Gloucester 

CRABB, Isaac, Littleport, Isle of Ely, Farmer. Oct 1. Archer and Son, Ely 

Davis, Mark, Walworth rd, Gent. Oct i, Davis st 

GOOoDHART, MARY ANN, Pootin, ing. Oct 22. Tamplin and Co, Ponchos ot 

Hosson, CONSTANCE Louisa, Pi itminster, Somerset. +29. Me Taunton 

Huaeues, THomas, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. t 21. Fines and Son, 


Liverpool 
a ry to Bricut, Bethersden, Kent, Farmer. Sept 29. Drake and (Co, 
Lorp, ANN, Colne, lopgnete Septs. Carr, Co 


MANNINGS. te, Grocer. t 10. "Gibson, Margate 
MARSDEN, my, tTOSEAS, Dd peri. Nov 30. 


, nr Buxton, Gratton and Marsd: 
Chesterfield and 
om 
TSON, WILLIAM, Dover, Dealer. Sept15. Knockers, Dover 
tehaven 
OLIVER, “ear Stretford, nr Manchester, Linendraper. Oct 10. Allen and 
Ogroms. Jou, Ssowich, Suffolk, Gentleman. Oct 23. Jackaman and Sons, 
OWEN, _ Mepal, Isle of Ely, Farmer. Oct1. Archer, Ely 
Press, THoMas RtcHAkD, Deptford, Kent, Gentleman, Oct 8. Marchant and Co, 
house, Olt B Broad 
SALWEY, ‘Ashford, Carbonel, Salop, Esq. Oct 2. Southern and Mont- 
ScaDiock, Joun, York, Gent. Deec1, Crumbie, Y¥ 
Samir, JOHN, Half Moon st, Piccadilly, 
SMITHERS, EBENEZER WELCH, Victoria ter, Camberwell, Gent. Sept 25. Nye and 
Greenwood, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
- Taylor and Kinkead, Staly- 
ri 
WAINWRIGHT, JOHN BURNAND, Sheffield, Brewer’s Traveller. Sept 20. 
and Co, Sheffield 
Vas JOHN, Sheffield, Common Brewer. Sept 25. Wightman and Nicholson, 
effield 
Holland pk ter, Notting hill, Serjeant-at-Law. Oct 2. 
Ame, Joun, Forest Hill, Kent, Publican. Sept 15, Norris, Bishopsgate st 
ithin 
ALLINGHAM, JOHN, Gravesend, Gent. Oct 1. Watson and Co, Bouverie st, 
B Mary OLLIPHANT, Holloway, Sept 24. Keays, Charles st, 
Bush, JONATHAN, Little Horksle , Essex, Farmer. Sept 29. Howard and Co, 
BUSHELL, ANN, Kingston upon Hull. Oct 1. 
a, EORGE, Kingston upon Hull, Gen 
Field and Dagg, 
Furnival’s inn, Holbo: 
CosGROVE, JOHN, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. Sept 30. Beaton and Adcock, 
sq, Lincoln’s inn 
— HuMpPuBEY, Liantihangel-y-pennant, Farmer. Sept 21. Williams and 
Dotgele Puan, Tall-y-llyn, Farmer, Sept 21. Williams and Millard, 








{Gasette, Aug. 28.] 


H, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Hotel Keeper. Sept 23. Parkinson and Co, Liver- 
NEWTON, GEORGE, Millom, Cumberland, Yeoman. Sept 30. Brockbank and Co, 
Co, Man 
Ipswi 
pocorney yd, Lombard st 
KAS WILLIAM, Amhurst rd, Hackney. Oct 1. Clarke and Co, Gresham 
ford, Ludlow 
ork 
Lodging House Keeper, Oct3, Day, 
Mayfair 
TAYLOR, GEORGE, Stalybridge, ov Novi. 
Swift 
HEELER, THO 
Wright, ‘Lincoln's i inn fields 
(Gazette, Aug. 24.) 
Fleet st 
St James’s 
Colchester eh hend and 
Gent yey and Co, 
CAMP, ALFRED, Fe cedinend st, Kentish Town, Cowkeeper. Oct1. 
HULSE, CHARLES, Sarratt, nr Rickmansworth, Esq. Oct12. Lake and Co, New 
1, Dolgelley 
Jongs, I Howat 
BENJAMIN, Huddersfield, York, Innkeeper. Nov 20, Bottomley, Hud- 


KAYE, 
dersfie! 
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Kemet, Bee, Som, Almondbury, nr Huddersfield, Tailor. Nov 21. Bottomley, Hud- 
¢ueoneeh Fee, Detham, Westmorland, Farmer. Sept 29. Arnold and 


Greenwood, K 

— JANE Dorotuy, Dilwyn, Hereford. Widow. Nov 1. Humfrys, Here- 

ManTLE, Joun, St Helier, Jersey, Retired Publican. Sept 29. Robinson and 
Son, Birmingham 

PASOeR, JAMES, Buntingford, Hereford, Wheelwright. October 13. Hunt, 


Sui, Gam. # Beetham, Westmoreland, Farmer. Sept 15. Arnold and Green- 
wi 
— Mary Ann, Eastbourne, Sussex. October 20. Coles and Carr, East- 


TavioR. Henry LOWMAN, Queen st, Cheapside, Esq. Sept 29. Bedford and 
Monier-Williams, Bucklersbury 

THORNTON, op Se Shinfield Lodge, nr Reading, Berkshire, Esq. October 15, 
Tatham, Old Broad st 

WARBURTON, enon} Levenshulme, Lancaster, Esq. Oct 31. Chorlton, Man- 
chester 

oe ANNE HELENA, Queen’s gate, London. Oct 6. Curtler and Davis, 

orcester 

WYBERGH, JOHN, Papcastle, nr Cockermouth, Cumberland, Esq. Oct 5. Thorne- 

ley and Cameron, iverpool 
[ Gazette, Aug. 28.] 








The directors of the Eastern Telegraph Company (Limited), invite sub- 
scriptions for the unallotted balance of their issue of £500,000 Four per 
Cent. Mortgage Debenture Stock, of which the larger portion has been 
subscribed. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. : 
ag eee .—Aug. 27, at Great Yarmouth, the wife of Frank Burton, solicitor, of a 
ughte 

Forp. ae 27, at Highgate, the wife of Arthur Ranken Ford, of No.4, South- 

square, Gray’ s-inn, of a son. 
3.—Aug. 24, at The Willies, Hayward’s-heath, the wife of Percy Lascelles, 

barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Wanbe-Grery.—Aug. 27, at Campton Grange, Shefford, Bedfordshire, the wife of 
Arthur 8. Wade-Gery, solicitor, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

Forp—MOonyYPENNY.—Aug. 21, at Bath, William Wilbraham Ford, barrister-at- 
law, of Gray’s-inn, to Eva ‘Annie, daughter of Captain Monypenny, of Belle Vue 
House, Bathwick: oe Bath. 

OWLES—SHEPHEARD.—Aug. 21, at St. Stephen’s Church, Westbourne- 

Charles Menez Gough Knowles, of Luton, Beds, solicitor, to Louisa 

daughter < of Wm. Shepheard, of Luton. 

OTE—EDWARDS.—Aug. 22, at Neuchatel, Joseph Mote, of Gray’s-inn, solicitor, 

ey Tce ge oe Souaiber of the late Frederick E wards, of eaten. 

Pd — MARSHALL. —Aug. 22, at Scarborough, George Wallyn ar TY 
——, of Bishop Auckland, to Esther, daughter of the late Thomas Marsha’ 
of Torquay, Devon. 

TAYLOR—CANDLER.—Aug. 22, at Hutton Buscel, York, Henry Gawan Pee 

.A., LL.B., of Lincoln’s inn, barrister-at-law, to Rachel (Rettie), daughter of 
the late T. J. Candler, of Low Hall, West Ayton, Yor' 
ALL—ASHBY.—Aug. 22, at Westbury-on-Trym, Bristol, James Cresswell Wall, 
of the Inner Temple, Suuisieabiee, to Ida Marion, daughter of the late Alex- 
ander Ashby, of bados, West India. 


ark, 
aria, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fray, Aug. 24, 
Under the Bankruptcy ‘het, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Boaler, Bernard, Cerise rd, Peckham. Pet Aug 21. Pepys. Sept 6 at 11.30 
Hodges, Edwin Ebenezer, Turners’ rd, Limehouse, Furniture Dealer. Pet Aug 
Pepys. Sept 11 at 11.30 
To Surrender in the Count 
a TR yyy? Huddersfield, York, Draper. Pet Aug 21. Bottomley. Hudders- 
S it 5 at 
Ruvignes, Charles Henry De, Bristol, Lieutenant-Colonel H.M.’s Army. Pet 
Aug 2. Harley. Bristol, Sept 5 at 2 
TUESDAY, Aug. 28, 1883, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must corgers their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in Londo 
Tales, Byron, Osborne st, Whitechapel, Printer. Pet Aug 21. Pepys. Sept 6 
a 
i ye les, Langham st, Dealer in Foreign Goods. Pet Aug 24. Hazlitt. 
weg ‘Henry James, Cheapside, Commission Agent. Pet Feb 2. Pepys. Sept 


To Surrender in the Count; 
Binns, Arton James, Edward Wadsworth, and J = "William Wadsworth, Leeds, 


Woollen Manufacturers. Adjudged Aug 2%. Cauther! Leeds, t 11 at 11 
Provan, Seyk tt William, Redhill Surrey, Brewer. Pek Aug 2%. land. 
Hoare, Edward, Winchester, Southampton, out of business, Pet Aug 25. Godwin. 


Ray avilties’ Henry, Winch Southam 
enry, ester, t ton, D Pe 
7 Eeptéetinn os ou pton, Draper. Pet Aug 18. Godwin. 
SANERUETOLES ANNULLED. 
IDAY, Aug, 24, 1883, 
Barrett, Caleb Henry, Chippenham, Wilts, Importer of Oriental Goods. Aug 21 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
FRipay, Aug 24, 1883, 


ag, Edwart, Workington, Clogger. Sept4at 11 at office of Paisley, Bridge 


* st, Kis 8 Cr ‘OBB, Y 
AL ork Der phn ng” Oilman. Be pt 7 at Lat office of Norris and 
Bradford, Edw in, alll ton st, nag uh J ry i on, Decorator, Sept 4 at 12 


office ot Allen, Southampton 









eBradiond, John, Bradford. Grocer. Sept 5 at 11 at Law Institute, 
Knight, Bradford - me 
ihiam. King st st, Cheapside, Solicitor. Aug 81 at2 at office of Rap 
abide, Poultry. New d 
, Bramham, York, Farmer. Sept 6 at 8 at office of Ford ang 
a Albion of aaae Clacton on Sea, Watchmaker. Sept 17 at 3 at office 
n, le on a er. pt 17 at 3 at 
Chapman, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st at 
Cohn, Alexander, Manchester, Butcher. sept 4at 8 at office of Hill, St Aus 
, Manchester 
Cox’ Henry Fabian, Portsmouth, Coal Merchant. Sept 14 at 2 at office of Edmonj 
and C eapside. Cousins and Beg hey Portsmouth 
Cox, James, Postcombe, Oxford. h. Sept 12 at 4 at office of Birch, 
ame 
Davies, Thomas, and David Davies. Ynyshir, Neb Kom ridd, Glamorgan, Butchers 
Sept 8 at 12 at office of Rosser, Ch st, P oridd 
Edwards, George Frederick, Bishopsgate st Wit 
oftice of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chbrs 
_— James Fitzwilliam, sae, Grocer. Sept 5 at 11 at office of Bic 





, Seedsman. Sept 18 at3g 


# 


a 


Falrburn, “i mig Stoney Middleton, Derby, Lead Merchant, Sept 7 at 11 at Lay 
. Hoole’s chbrs, Bank st, Sheffield. Freston and Son, Sheffield 
Felton, harles J: ohn, City Garden row, City rd, St. Lukes, Mechanical Engineer 
Sept 12 at 2 at 88, Gracechurch st. Tilling, Devonshire chbrs, Bishopsgate s 
1 


thout 
; Baker. Sept 7 at 3 at office of Ginn and Matthey, 


Fletcher, Davia, Cambrid 
St Andrew’s st, Cambri ge 

French, James, Moreton Pabuer, Northampto ton, Farmer. Sept 6 at 21 at Crow 
Inn, Brackley. Lovell and Coggins, D: “ -" 

ogee.  pracnea Liverpool, aitimanter. ept 21 at 11 at office of Eccles, 

ord st, Live 
Gooch. Fm aa Hertford, Gunsmith, Sept 7 at 11.30 at 122, Holborn. Armstrong 
ertford 

Goodwin, William, Primrose st, pe, Bihogegete st, India Rubber Dealer. Sept? at 
3 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st icholls and Grant, Cheapside 

Hardman, Henry cliffe, Lancaster, Draper. — 6 at 3 at Dog and Part. 
ridge Hotel, Snchentar. ‘anderton and Donnelly, 

Haslegrave, Edward, Bh new > Provision Dealer. po 31 at 3.30 at office of 
Kemp, Barstow sq, Wakefield 

Holmes, James Sutton, wells Lancaster, Auctioneer. Sept 4 at 11 at offieeo 
Balshaw, Nelson sq, 

Holmes, Robert, Chester, Bootmaker. Sept 6 at 11 at office of Brassey, Eastgate 
row North, Chester 

John Calvert paeaon, Durham, Saddler. Sept 4 at 10 at King’s Head 

. Darlington. Wats 

Howarth, John, Bolton, Teena Victualler, Sept 12 at 11 at office of Walker, 
Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Huett, George William, Mile End rd, Auctioneer. Sept 6 at 2 at office of Tidde 


man, Finsbury ury §4 
Inge, ge, J ohn. High Uagee, Essex, Farmer. Sept 15 at 11 at office of Tanner, Cireus 


pl, 
Istead, i arickee Tin Emma, eo fe sq, Gray’s inn rd, Dressmaker. Sept 8 at il at 
6, Regent sq, Gray’s inn 
J Fa James, Weston super Mare, Painter. Sept 10 at 2 at office of Wade and 
Rand eb. Regent st, Weston super Mare 
— yles, Leicester, man. Sept 5 at 3 at office of Gee, New st, 
Leicester 
"Pa Jasper, and Frederick Jo , Long lane, Saddlers. Sept 3 at 3 at office of 
arkes and Burchell, Queen ictoria st 
, Thomas, Mansfield, Notts, Bootmaker. Sept 7 at 3 at office of Lees, 
“cer chbrs, N: ottingham 
Lambert, Edwin Wilson, Leeds, Woollen Shoth Merchant. Sept 5 at 2 at Law 
Institution, Albion pl, Leeds. Wright, Leeds 
Lennox, Duncan, Manchester, Hotel aleter. Sept 6 at 3 at office of Chewanl 
Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Lewis, John, jun., Stanton-on-Hine-Heath, Salop, out of business. Sept 13 atii 
at Bear Hotel, Hodnet 


=, 
g 
y 4 


Lowdell, Stephen, Sulgrave, Northampton, Grocer. Sept 11 at 2 at White Lion 
een Ban . Lane, Kettering 
Lowe, William, ive pool, Lithographer. Sept 10 at 2 at office of Broadbridge, 


Commerce chbrs, 

Lumb, Martha Jane, Elland, York, Coal Merchant. Sept 10 at 2.30 at Bull Hotel, 
Wakefield. Foster and Co, Halifax 

McKenna, John, and Thomas Clarke, Javerpock, Provision Dealers, Sept 12 at 3 
at office of Quelch, Hatton garden, Live 

Mashford, George Frederick, Cleetho aR Joiner, Sept 6 ot 5 lk 4 at office 
of Summers and Brown, Lock Hill ch rs, Cleethorpe rd, G 

Mathews, Thomas Dobson, and Samuel Handley, idnes, took Sanitary 
Pipe Manufacturers. Sept 6 at 3 at Bank chbrs, Runcorn. Linacre 

Maximos, Nicholas Constantine. Liverpool, Commission Merchant. Sept 10at3 
at office of Yates and Co, Victoria st, Liverpoel 

Meech, James, Broadway, nr Dorchester, Dorset, Baker. Sept 14 at 12 at office of 
Street, Upper Bond st, Weymouth 

Meyian, Henry Francis, Finsbury rd, Grocer. Sept 18 at 2 at office of Ashley 

and Co, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 

, Edwin Baller, Bristol Grocer. Gout 5 at 3 at office of Wood and, 

e st, Bristol. Hunt roe Co, B: 

Nash, Alfred Richard, and Alfred Neen ‘Miaatesporonsh, York, Joiners. Sept5 
at 11 at office of Robson Linthorpe rd, Middlesboroug 

Ormerod, James, ‘hemical Manufaeturer. ay 6 at 3 at Law Institute, 

, Leeds. Lodge and Rhodes, Leeds 


Albion 
Paling, eor Bi, ton, Manchester, Draper. Sept 7 at 3 at office of -— 
and Eckersle: ons Manchester. Chew and Sons, Manchester 


Parker, hemes Au hmore rd, Frankfort terr, Harrow rd, Contractor. 
11 at office of Edwards, poten Pg, Holborn. Upton, Lincoln’s inn ang 
Partridge, Evelyn, t aunton 8 Hull, Somerset, Plumber. Sept 4 at 11 at office of 


wshaw: it st, tae 
Partridge, William Tim ~z ee pean, Landwater, Bucks, Coal Merchant. 
Sept 6 at 3 at Broad ty otel, ing. Rawson and Awdry, Gt beg ee 
Saddler, Sept 13 at 3 at George otel, St 


Ass ——— Hatfield, , Hertford, 
Albans 


fenry, Manchester, Embroiderer. Sept 7 at 8 at al 
Portia’ m my Allen, Brown st, Manchester 
peophilas, Brighton” Manager of Candle Works. Sept 13 at 3 at office 


Pollard, 
North st, B 
lane, Grocer. Sept 6 at 11 at office of Wolferstan and 00, 
Ironmon lane, 


of Nye. 

Powell, tomes. Dru mos 

——— C eas Rudyord, Stafford, Quarryman, Sept 7 at 11 at 10, Derby 8 

Leek. Challinor and Co, Leek 

Roberts, Arthur John, Harringay rd, Tottenham, East Inia | Merce, Sept 3 
at 2 at office of Green and Harteup, Verulam bldgs, Gray’s 

Rogers, Thomas, Norwich, Publican’ Sept 6 at 12 at office a Bavin and Daynes, 
Castle meadow, Norwi: ich 

Roscorla, Jane, FB me ag me em Sept 6 at 3.30 at Eagle Hotel, Buxton 


Brown and 

Russell, George, Gateshead, Comanerctal Traveller, Sept 1 at 2 at office of Dove, 
Collis at, Newcastle upon Tyne 

sentes, * Richard. Lower Kennington lane, 5 Deawer. Sept 13 at 2 at office of 


Bridger, St Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate st Wit 


“Bole Febix Fade Fels fatal ob> Bove = FehoFeknd ndmtelobeeFeFeiet-iefeiervise eeiebeboiekel sick efreeeverey 


nS 
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John, Felling, Dae, Brewer. Sept 16 at11i at office of Harle and Co, 


Newcastle upon 
ney. ley, Clerk. Sept 6 at 3at King of Prussia Hotel, Barnet. 





Ford Gray’ 
, pr Sani fy re Gloucester, Grocer. Sept 5 at 11 at office of Bevan 
] 8 Ro 
2 a Robert Mackley, Cricklewood, Builders. Bs 10 at 2 at 
it Ann’s Se Court ¢ Hotel Holborn. Thomson and Ward, Bedford ro 
Assistant. Sept 18 a 11 at office 


eary Wood, River, nr Dover, Grocer’s 
West x Sittingbourne 
"Charles Clent, habe es onal Bootmaker, Sept 12 at 11 at office of Coul- 
jun, Cannon st, Birming’ 
~ John Wood Manchester, Book mogper. we ak 10 at 11 at office of Prit- 
Trini 


hard and Co, Little ity lane. Elliott, Mancheste: 
Cradley, Worcester, Grocer. Sept 3 at 11 at office of Homer, High 


rterhouse st, Commission Agent, Sept 20 at 12 at office of 
hampton st, Bloomsbury 

rr) Jamorgan, Greengrocer. Sept 8 at 3 at office of Rosser, 
li 

lsall, Stafford, Draper. Sept 5 at 12 at office of Bill, Bridge 


Ge. George, Durham on the hill, _(hanten, Joiner. Sept 6 at 11 at office of 





ngineer, Brassey. te row North, Cheste: 
gate st Wells, a ie ponent Brighton, Boot Dealer. Sept 13 at 3 at 145, Cheapside. 
atthew, oe mbna Holloway rd, Islington, Leather Seller. Sept 5 at 3 at office of 


Price, Walbrook 
am, Ling Sept 12 at 11 at the Rose and Crown Hotel, 


es, Durham 

Eccles, Griffith, M eth, Montgome: mesy, Im Innkeeper. Sept 10 at 2 at White 
Lion Meese Machyaile Rowlands, Mac 

John, Runcorn, Chestan Tailor. Sept7 pe 3 r offices of Hitchen, Bank 

rs, Runcorn 


TUEsDAY, Aug. 28, 1883. 
Barlow, Masibew, Leek, Stafford, Builder” Sept 10 at 12 at office of Redfern, 
lane, 
Barmby, William, Denmark hill, Camberwell, Oilman. Sept 10 at 2 at office of 


Pearce, Giltspur st 
Barrett, John, Springhead, York, » Licenaed Victualler. Sept 7 at 3 at office of 
0 


Summers, Manor st, Kin m upon Hull 
Baskerville, George, ' Tunstall, 3 ord, Engineer. Sept 6 at 10.30 at office of 
Hollingshead and M. foody, Tunstall 














ustgate 
5 Heal oot — Pentonville rd, Carver. Sept 17 at 3 at office of Oldacres and 
Benbough, Isaac o Williams, and George Procter, Silk st, Grip a Clothiers, 
Valker, Be Set 12 at bot Connce Hotel, Cannon st. i Shearman, G i resham z st 1 a ehiices 
Tia roug! ottingham, Farmer. Dp’ a at office o 
William, ee oe Groce Sept 5 at 11 at offi f Mi d 
eo erse r. Se a at office of Mayor an 
Grew WS “ies Yeon me . s 
Wyss, Joseph, Chenpaliio, Mantle Warehouseman. Sept 7 at 3 at 145, Cheapside. 
it 11 at Paternoster ro 
m, Charles Mortimer, Manchester, Printer. Sept 14 at 3 at office of Cole, 
de and cess st, Manchester 
(ook, Ellen, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 12 at 3 at office of Simpson, 
lew st, cess st, Manchester 
ice of Cowie, James, ely | Common, Dulwich, Architect. Sept 5 at 12 at office of 
Cowling, Tom, New Wortley, nr York, Furniture Dealer. Sept 10 at 2 at office 
Lees, of Beaumont, East Parade * : 
Crew, John, Southampton, ‘Pobacconist. Sept 6 at 3 at office of Bell and Taylor, 
t Law Above Bar, Southam ton 
oo. John Edward, Morpeth, Northumberland. Timber Merchant. Sept 7 at 
aw and at 67, Grainger st West, Newcastle upon Tyne. Webb, Morpeth 
Davidson, John, Lewisham, Kent, Tailor. Sept 19 at 3 at office of Chipperfield, 
8 abil Trinity st, Bontheark 
Dollmann. limann, Charles, Monkwell st, Commission Merchant. Sept 19 at 2 at office of 
> Lion Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 
Duerden, John, Nelson nr Burnley, Lancaster, Cotton —— Sept 11 at 
ridge, 8 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, Manchester. Hodgson, Burnle: 
Eastwood, Joseph, Barrow 'urness, Lancaster, Grocer. Sept 4 at 8 at Trevel- 
Hotel, Temperance Hotel, Dalkeith st, Barrow in Furness. Pinckney, Barrow in 
2 at Bliott, Geo: Kirkburton, York, Plumber. Sept 10 at 3 at office of, Robinson. 
Queen st, Hudde refield ’ : 
office Fewson, J a SS eee Fe Hull, I, Licensed Victualler. Sept 7 at 1 at office of 
itary ter, High st, Putney. Builder. Sept 7 at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, 
mR and = igor s inn fiel 
Oats Seer, ‘s P twrhaae rd, Hosier. Sept 11 at 11.30 at office of Robinson, 
. Lon 
ice of , Henry, Chester-le-Street, Durham, Innkeeper. Sept 11 at 12 at office of 
Harle and Co, Newcastle u; x 
shley Alfred Clement Hall, com, , Gloucester, Grocer. Sept 4 at 11 at 
y Hotel, Evesham. Smith am. 
d Co, . , New Oscott, nr Bicninch ham, Grocer. Sept 6 at 12 at office of 
Crumpton, Bull’st, Birmingham. Stokes, Birmingham 
septs Harrison, James, Altrin » Chester, Hosier. Sept 12 at 3 at office of Mann and 
Rooke, Cooper st, Manches 
itute, Henschel, Ludwig, and Adolph} Bock, Fenchurch st, Grain Merchants. Sept 18 at 
, = . Michael's Hall, George yard, Lombard st. Irvine and Hodges, Mark 
ote Hewson, Jasob, Laverpedt, Publican. Sept 10 at 11 at office of Jones and Milne, 
” of Hickey, sBdwiy Cheapaide, Commission Agent. Sept 12 at 8 at office of Tabor, 
h, Matthew, N: evonstie on Tyne, Builder, Sept 12at12 at County Court 
hant. ee on ne ‘Wawn and Smith, South S elds 
W es, Harrold, ham, Butcher. Sept 11 at 4 office of Cockayne, 
el, St er r gate, Nottingh ee 
Ireland, Thomas, Batte: Builder. Bent 10 at 4 st Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 
ice of st. Brook and Chapman, Wool Exchange, 
fi reek rick, ok, Liverpool, Greengrocer. Sept 13 a 3 at. office of Quelch, Hatton 
ee Hakson, Thomas, Gt Grimsby, Baker. Sept7 at 2 at Red Lion Hotel, Alford. 
ry, Al 
Bp sake, Beak Bolton, Clogger. Sept 10 at 3 at 11, Wood st, Bolton. Pen- 
ington and Horrock 
Jones, Griffith, Pwlih Iro Sept 8 at 10.30 at Queen’s Hotel, 
ept3 aoa th, ~~ ~ Comarvon, nmonger, Sep Q 
Henry Allen, Tue ersfield, Whitesmith. Sept 10 at 11 at office of Sykes, 
ynes, et st, Huddersfield 
ik Tity, ; Nicholas Her Hewson, Cheetham, Manager. Sept 10 at 3 at office of Heath, 
John Leng, “GG y, Grocer, Sept 12 at 11 at Cross oe Kore Hotel, Market 
dove, st, a nm Hull. 1 etaddelsey and Haddelsey, 
e of th, Eianelly, Grocer. Sept 12 at 2 at Kingel foveal” Abergavenny. 


“frowbridge, Hatter, Sept 10 at 12 at office of Rodway, Fore st, 


. gham. Gem, rne 
_——— J oseph, and J Aes 
ufacture 





i. © Lymer Shaw, Wilts, Coal Merchant. Sept 11 atiiat 1, Abbey st, Bath. 
Lodge, Joe Leeds, Leather Seller. Sept 10 at 3 at office of Harland, South 
— William, Birmin pom, | Grocer. Sept 5 at 3at Bullivant’s Hotel, Carr lane, 


Maddick, Farnworth, nr Man 
rs. Sept ilat3 at office of Addleshaw od Wacborton, Norfolk 


st, Manchester 
Madeley, James Birchall, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Sept 12 at 11 at 
iene erchants’ Hotel, Oldham st, Manchester. Lawson and Coppock, Man- 
chester 
Mason, John, and Thomas Mason, Egremont, Chester, Builders. Sept 13 at 2 at 
office of Lyon and Reynolds, Preeson’s row, ‘duiverpoo 
ler. Sept 11 at 12 at office of 


Matthews, John, jun, Birmingham, Licensed V: 

Garland. Colmore row, Birmingham 

Meakin, Edward 1 Pbeneoer, Ne mechs, Gent. Sept 6 at 3 at 51, Doughty st, Meck- 

ord 

Miller, John ivingston, Gateshead, Builder. ae oe at a» at office of Wilkin- 
son and Marshall, Grainger st West, castle w 

Moll, John, , Hanbury st, le End, Baker. Sept 10 Sat 3 at “office of Hodges and 

orne, ord row 

Moore, John Gibers, oem Tailor. Sept 6 at 11 at office of East and 
Smith. Old 99.8 

Nash, Albert haeaborenah. York, Joiner. Sept 5 at 12.30at office of Robson, 
Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Olorenshaw, Thomas, Lozells, nr Birmingham, out of business. Sept 10 at 3 at 
office of Wright and Marshall, New st, Birmingham 

Osbiston, Gervaise, Belper, Derby, Wheelwright. eSept 10 at 3 at office of Greaves, 
Amen alley, Derby 

Oem, Edward Mathews, Leamington, Surgeon. Septiiat 3at 2, Church ter, 

Leamington. co and Blaker 

Payne, William Griffin, Derwent grove, East Dulwich, Gent. Sept 11 at2 at 
office of Cole and Jackson, Essex st, Strand 

Pettitt, James, St Martin’s lane, Charing cross, Oilman. Sept 17 at 2 at Inns of 
Court Hotel, Holborn. Law and Worse. High Holborn 

Pinder, John Thomas, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Bootmaker. Sept 11 at 11 at office 
of Mossops, Lon; Sutton 

Plowman, James, Harrowrd, Art amg Worker. Sept 17 at 3 at 270, High Hol- 


born. Rubinstein, Raymond bldgs, mag re 
Peter We William, oe. ot of business. pt 8 at 11 at office of Peace and Ellis, 


cade ies, 5 King st, W igen 
Rees, Lewis, A ees nr Neath, Glamorgan, Draper. Sept 6 at 11 at office of 
Sims, Queen st, 


eath 

Reynolds, Charlotte, Cosby, Leicester, Glazier. Sept 12 at 12 at office of Miles 
and Co, st, Leicester 

-— he Levenshulme, Jancester, Salesman. Sept 17 at 3 at office of 

Jeans and age Lloyd st, Mancheste: 

Robinson, William, Tynemouth, pn am SS Estate Agent. Sept7 at 2at 
office of Brewis and Co, mad: st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Rossiter, Thomas, South *, alworth, Sawdust Contractor. Sept 13 at iat 
office of Armstrong, Fleet s 

Russell, Samuel, and charles : Henry Haig th, Manchester, Merchants. Sept 11 at 
8 at office of Rowley and Co, Clarence bidgs, Booth st, Manchester 

Sale, George, ag Chester, Coal Merchant. Sept 10 at 11 at Royal Hotel, 
Crewe. ayer, Burslem 

Sampson, Edgar na Deacon st, Walworth, Baker. Sept 6 at 10 at office of 
Philp, Basinghall st 


San Zechariah, Senbeties aah Butcher. Sept 10 at 11 at Angel Hotel, 
Tonbridge. Palmer, T ‘onbri: 
~~ J —_ Jenkin, Bridgend, (ES Saddler. Sept5 at 12 at Grand Hotel, 
t, Bristol. Randall, Bridgend 
a Ja: ‘ames Frederick, Southampton, Bookseller. Sept 6 at 3 at office of Lomas 
wo Old weeny chbrs. Watts, Southampton 
George Sydney, Scarborough, York, Gidpownnr. Sept 10 at 3 at office of 
Sein Newborough st, Scarborough 
Smith, J oem See, Radnor, Saddler, Sept 14 at 8 at Norton Arms Hotel, 
Knighton. Green 
a yo a Furniture Dealer. Sept 10 at 3 at office of Levy, North 
ohn s ve! 
Spurge, William Ja James, and Henry Triggs, Friday st, Warehousemen. Sept 11 
at 3 at 18, Gresham st. Phelps and Co 
techelbach, John, South Molton st, Costume Maker. Sept 13 at 2.30 at Law In- 
stitution, Chancery lane. Vosper, Tavistock st, Covent Garden 
eats, 5 agg Brighton, Ironmonger. Sept 13 at 1 at 145 is Cheapside. Goodman, 
righton 
Taylor, Edwin Horatio, Birmingham, Metal Dealer. Sept 10 at 12 at 41, Waterloo 
st, Birmingham. Milward and Co 
Tayi lor, J. che, Selene, Merchant. Sept 10 at 3 at office of Hindson and Co, 
oorgate s 
Thompson, George, Leatherhead, Commercial Traveller. Sept 12 at 3 at office of 
Wynne-Baxter and reed Laurence Pountney lane, Cannon st 
Titchmarsh, John Edward Leonard Hermann. ye Cambridge, Corn Factor. 
Sept 13 at 3 at Crown Inn, Royston. Ratcliff, Bishopsgate st Within 
Titley, George, Market Rasen, Lincoln, Brewer. Sept 8 at 10.30 at office of Owen, 
Mercer row, Louth. Rhodes, Market Rasen 
Waylen, Coase William, Albert rd, Bayswater, Medical Practitioner. Sept 10 
at 3 at office of = r and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Wiltins, Henry, Woolwich, Dairyman. Sept 18 at 3 at office of Cooper and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Williams, Thomas Cregeen, Blundell Sands, Lancaster, Paint Manufacturer. Sept 
10 at 3 at oftice of Harris, H. on mat. Liverpool 











Williams, William, Greenwich, Fruit Salesman. Sept 20 at 1 at office of Moss, 
Gracechurch st 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “* he most nutritious, ~ 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and inyaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
ail na without sugar, _— or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps better in all climates, and is four times 
the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
tarch, &., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling eae a teaspoonful 

Breakfast Cup, costing less 

Cocoativa 4 La VanItcx is the most Sdotiene e, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Choco! and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibi 

In tin packets at Is, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c.. by Chemists 
and Grocers. 


Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H, SCHWEITZER & CO 10, Adam-street, London, W.C 


ABRIAGE LAW DEFENCE UNION. 


PATRONS. 
The ARCHBISHOP of CANTERBURY. 
The ARCHBISHOP of ARMAGH. 


VICE-PRESIDENTS. 
The EARL of SHAFTESBURY, E.G. 
The Right Rev. the LORD BISHOP of LINCOLN. 
The LORD COLERIDGE, Chief Justice of England. 


CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES. 
The Right Hon. A.J. B. BERESFORD-HOPE, M.P 








TREASURERS 
Sir WALTER FARQUHAR, Bart., 18, 
King-street, St. James’s, S8.W. 


Sir CHARLES MILIS, Bart., M.P., Camelford 
House, Oxford-street, Ww. 


BANKERS. 


Messrs. a, hae ane A & CO., 16, St. 
James’s-street, 8.W. 


Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, & CO., Lombard-street, E.C 


SECRETARY. 


J. MURRAY. 20, Cockspur-street, Charing- 
omg trie rat 5 9 





ue Tele Je, coema’ te, eine ona 
WwW 0 e and in Cc res 
the legalisation of marriage with a wife’s sister. 





AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPANY. ef Office — 126 
CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed amount to 
upwards of £1,700,000 sterling. 


Chairman—J AMES CUDDON, Tends, Barrister-at-Law, 
Middle T: 


Dag Cheieaee, — C. PEMBERTO Ny, Esq. (Lee & 
embertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
The Directors invite attention to the New Form of 
Life Policy, which is free from all conditions. 
Policies of Insurance granted against the contin- 


gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 


The Com ADVANCES Money on Mortgage of 
Life tatercata ans d Reversions, whether abso! 
contingent. 

The Company also purchases Reversions, poe ies 
vendor the option a of re-purchase within eiving 
period, w! whether the tenn for life be living or not. 


Frcspectuaes, omiee of the Directors’ and 
Ann Balance S) A sr pe and every has » sent 
post-free on application to 


FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 








ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 

200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 

Estimates and submitted free for entirely Fur. 
nishing Residences, C bers, Offices, &c. 
—PAINTING, DECORATING, £ HOUSE REPAIRS.— 

————_ 
Carved Oak Furniture Segnoepetions from Ancient 
Bedroom Furniture, inc luding Bedstead and 

. per set. 
THIRTY LARGE SHOW ROOMS. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 
200, 203, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W, 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 





EDE AND 808, 
ROBE A MAKER; 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMEN?, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whols gf 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &o,$ 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS! Gowns, 

BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DIT, 

CORPORATION ROBES. UNIVERSITY & CFRGT Qpayy 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND. 


Founded 1838, 
Funds _... pai aul é «» £2,610,605 
Annual Revenue _. 304 
LOANS made on Frecholds, “Leascholds, “and other 


securities, including Life Interests, and Absolute or 
Contingent Reversions. Loans upon Reversions are 
made at annual interest, or in consideration of a 
deferred charge. 
London; 5, Lombard-street, and 123, Pall Mall; 
Edinburgh : 82, Princes-street. 





ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
Established 1836, 
FIRE AND LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD 
Loxpor: 1, Moonta ro aed E.C, Aszrpzrn: 3, 


rNcomE £ & ‘FUNDS (1882} 





Fire Premiums .. 44. se «se £400,100 

Life Premiums . ove oss ws 181,500 

Interest... oe oe ooo see 121,800 
Accumulated Funds ee ee ee £2,749,409 
ser re UNION ASSURANCE 


MPANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE. 
Capital rs subscribed .eccrecece-cece » ++ £2,500,000 
Capital paid-up ..scoe--seeesssessceces 250,000 
Life Funds in 8 Trust for Life Policy- 
holders exceed ...6.+.....s00 coercctcoce 809,000 
Total Annual Premium Income exceeds .._ 1, 077,000 
Cuer Orvicas: 19 awn 20, CORNHILL, LONDON,E.C. 
Wust Ewp Orricz: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 


ai, 


AUCTION ROOMS 
Specially for the Sale of Literary Pre M 
PWo oof Art, 47, LEICESTER SQUARE, = 


M ESSRS. PUTTICK & SIMPSON 
announce that the above Leong an om rls 
the reception of all kinds of Lite: 
Musical Collections, &c., intended for and Ar b 
Messrs. P. & 8. feel assured that ator Bal by Aa 
(gained only by long experience) and the extensive on. 
nection enjoyed by their firm "such property ena 
to solicitors and others that such property 
their care will be arranged for or anle iu the nods Allies 
tageous manner, 

Valuations for Probate or Legacy Duty, or for Publi 
or Private Sale. 
EstaBLisHen (rn Procapre1y) 1794. 





Solicitors, Trustees, Jécakistors, pnd hers are fe 
ested to notice that S CTION 
held at the AUCTION) MART mae. E.G, 


ESSRS. STANLEY, ROBINSON, & 
on the following DATES, at ONE for 

eelock precisel, 75 September 24, October 22, 
vember 26, and December 17—of Reversions, Ii 
—" ties, Shares, Stocks, and 
tures, free of any charge, if not_ sold; if 
24 per cent. on the amount realized, but. no. com- 
mission to be less than 2s. 6d. Also, Freehold 
Leasehold Estates, &c., upon libe terms, 
may be known on application % A offices of 
Auctioneers, Poultry, and %, 
Queen Victoria-strest, vn E ere 










maining Sales for the Year 1883. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Bi Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, ‘Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 
y, Oct. 2 Tuesday, Nov.6 | Tuesday, Nov. 20 
Tuesday, Oct. 16 Tuesday, Dec. 11 
Auctions can also be held on other days besides those 
above specified. notice in any case should be given, 
in order to insure proper publicity; the period between 
such notice and the auction must, of course, considerably 
depend upon the nature of the property intended to be 
sold.—80, Cheapside, London, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
i FARME & BRIDGEWATER’ 8 LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be Bs or LET, including 
Landed , Town and Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Slane, ar mts, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments ents generals, is 
published on the first sg of fone month, y be 
obt , free of charge, at ffiowa, 0, Gt Cheapside, 
E.C., or Wan be esas Br post in setorn fet for two stamps.— 
Particulars for insertion should be received not later than 
four days previous to the aud of the preceding month, 





MM ESsss. JOHNSON & DYMOND by 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, te, 
are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, aa 


The yaitention of Solicitors, Execu 





rs, Trustees, and 
others is particularly called to this moved means for the 

In consequence of the ete 
J. & D. are enabled to incl ty or vomall eccagien 
short notice (if required), 

bate or Transfer. Terms on 
cation to the City Auction 
and 39, Gracechurch-stree ther 
} Adeclon, Sales of Wearing Ap wes | Piece Goods, 
hold and Office Furniture, Bedding, are 
Gaur PREFERMENT WANTED— 
Private patrons, interested in the 

&e., ‘in favour of well: recommended cl 
ealeab Mr. ‘W. EMERY ST Associate 
e y Mr. 

von Mg Actuaries, FES GS. de, Postctee for 








disposal of property of deceased ~ oe clients, 
Valuations for 
: one (established Fr 8 
Messrs. Johnson & Dymond beg to notify 
held on each day of the week (Gaurlaye exce} 
aria, by porveae sveaty, of led > 
Address, Messrs. 
23, B, Bodtord-street, Strand, 








ROYAL COURTS 


O F 


JUSTIOBR: 





A PLAN OF THE COURT ANQ GROUND FLOORS. 


SIZE 22in. x 30in,’ 


Now Ready, price 6d., post-free 634,; or, mounted on Linen and Varnished, 2s, each. 


“SOLICITORS JOURNAL” OFFICE, #7, CHANGERY LAnz, WE 
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